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“Tonight in Vitrolles, the wall 
came down and the dam of the 
opposition burst” 


Another nationalist victory in 


France. When will we see the 


same in Britain‘ 
SEE PAGE 14 


WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


The puppet-masters 


WITH the media paying more and more 
attention to the fast-approaching general 
election, press coverage of current affairs is at 
present dominated more than ever by the petty 
politicking of the pygmies of Westminster. 
But while popular attention is focused on vital 
questions such as whether or not a Labour 
victory would lead to Sir Andrew Lloyd Weber 
leaving the country, real events in real life — 
events which will shape the world for years 
ahead — continue apace, and largely 
unnoticed. 

One such event is the decision of the British 
Government to sign in July a treaty enlarging 
NATO. Several countries are due to join, 
including Poland, Hungary and the Czech 
Republic. The driving force for this is 
Madeleine Albricht, the American Secretary 
of State described as “the most powerful woman 
in the world.” Actually a Czech Jewess, 
Albricht is pressing ahead with this eastward 
enlargement of NATO even though it is causing 
great and understandable alarm to Russia, thus 
risking plunging Europe into anew — and this 
time, completely genuine — Cold War. 


Wa CE OR IETF FT 


This controversy did receive some coverage 
in the British media, but one crucially important 
part of the new treaty was ignored by everybody 
except Simon Jenkins, Writing in The Times 
of 19th February, he spelt it out in black and 


_ white:- 


“In July, Britain will sign a guarantee 
that I believe it does not mean to honour — 
covering precisely the region where it 
dishonoured one 60 years ago. That treaty 
commits Britain and America to devote their 
armies and nuclear arsenals to defend Poles, 
Czechs and Hungarians in a possible dispute 
with Russian armies if the latter were to 
advance across Belarus or Ukraine. That is 
what Nato’s Article 5 means.” 

Timely though the warning is, it is not in fact 
totally accurate. The whole crux of British 
history in this century is that we did honour a 
guarantee in that region nearly 60 years ago, 
just as we had honoured another equally unwise 
agreement to meddle in European affairs a 
generation before that. The first round of 
carnage impoverished our genetic inheritance, 
while the second turned us from a world power 
to a bankrupt client state of the dollar empire. 

But in spite of the terrible consequences of 
British entanglement in other peoples’ quarrels 
in far away bits of Europe in the twentieth 
century, a handful of politicians and senior 
civil servants are, almost unnoticed, setting us 
up for yet another repeat performance. Of 
course, the balloon won’t go up tomorrow, but 
unless this treaty is abrogated by a future 
British nationalist government, it will one day 
serve as the death warrant for another 
generation of our finest young men. Madeleine 
Albricht’s project is an invisible sword of 
Damocles over the heads of the carefree 
children in the playgrounds of our primary 
schools. 

As well as warning of the danger, Simon 
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Comment 


Jenkins summed up the criminal 
irresponsibility of the politicians, and one of 
the worst weaknesses of the system which has 
spawned them:- 

“Needless to say, this will not feature in the 
British general election: Not since 1964 has a 
party (the Conservatives) decided to fight a 
contest primarily on foreign policy. There are 
no votes in collective security. When Britain’s 
possible next prime minister, Tony Blair, was 
recently asked about Nato enlargment, he 
smiled and assumed it was ‘a good thing’. It 
was clear he had not really thought about the 
matter.” 

Perhaps that is true; after all, Tony seems to 
think of nothing other than scrambling to the 
top of the parliamentary ant-heap. In all 
probability his head is filled to overflowing 
with reminders not to break into that vote- 
losing creepy grin, and with calculations about 
whether a slight shift in his position on a Sikh 
homeland will give him another three marginal 
seats in the West Midlands at the cost of one 
in Yorkshire. 

Or perhaps not. For Tony is not really a 
sophisticated vote-winning android; he is a 
puppet. A look at his financial chains shows 
who are the puppet-masters. So while he will 
join in the pre-election consensus and avoid 
making an issue out of Madeleine Albricht’s 
baiting of the Russian bear, that could change 
very quickly if circumstances were different. 

Sooner or later, the Russians are going to 
throw offthe new alien yoke which was hastily 
fixed on their necks when the old one fell 
apart. If it hasn’t worn out by then, the Blair 
puppet (“half-a-million pounds at any branch 
of Politicians ‘R’ Us’) will be fitted with 
another set of slogans and a garish red-white- 
and-blue jacket. “Never again.... Make Eastern 
Europe safe for democracy.... Halt the 
pogroms.... Never again.... Stop Russia’s new 
nazis.... If we don’t fight them in Poland 
today, we’ll have to fight them in Kent 
tomorrow.... Never again!” 


Persecution 


Still on the subject of Russia, and again in 
The Times, an article on the 27th January 
about the triumphant return to Moscow of the 
former refusnik Natan Sharansky, now an 
Israeli Cabinet minister, included the following 
revealing facts:- 


“Prominent Jewish figures today enjoy 
unprecedented positions of power in politics, 
the media and the private sector and have 
emerged as some of Russia’s most creative 
and talented minds. 

“Boris Berezovsky, the most influential 
Russian Jew, who holds the post of deputy 
head of the Security Council as well as 
controlling a small business empire, even 
boasted recently that the country was run by 
seven key bankers, most of them Jewish. 

“Although anti-Semitism is still a 
powerful undercurrent in Russian society, 
and could resurface in the event ofa nationalist 
leader coming to power, for the moment anti- 


Jewish sentiment is rarely voiced openly.” 

Once again, The Times hasn’t quite got its 
history right, for the precedent for enormous 
Jewish influence in Russia was set in 1917, 
when members of this persecuted minority 
formed a large majority of the leaders of the 
Bolshevik revolution and the Chekist Red 
terror. At that time too, ‘anti-Semitism’ was 
rarely voiced openly, for one of Lenin’s first 
decrees made it a capital offence. 

Still, historical inaccuracy apart, the article’s 
assessment of power in Russia suggests that 
Tony won’t be trying on his new jacket for a 
while yet. 


Strange fruit 


This month’s Spearhead Award for the Most 
Politically Correct and Out Of Touch 
Newspaper looked certain to go to The 
Guardian. Surely no editor sober enough to 
get into work could beat its disgusting display 
of liberal do-goodery of 7th February, which 
gave a full column to Myra Hindley to tell us 
all about ‘My cultural life’? 

The evil and manipulative mass child-killer 
related how she starts her day listening to 
Gregorian chant and songs which help when 
“I need my inner strength reinforcing.” Then 
she watches TV programmes about 
Renaissance art and reads books, having a 
particular affinity with accounts of 
imprisonment such as the ordeals of hostages 
such as Brian Keenan and John McCarthy. 
Such works, she announced , “helped me get 
my own incarceration in perspective.” 

Spearhead readers will not need telling of 
what a British nationalist Government would 
do with sub-human vermin like Hindley. But 
a little more thought is needed as to a suitable 
punishment for a newspaper editor who gives 
her space to insult the memory of her victims 
and heap fresh agony on their grieving families. 
Perhaps we should make him operate the 
drop! 

In the end, though, our Award has to go to 
Lord Dacre, editor of the Daily Mail, for his 
vicious front-page bullying of five young 
whites accused of killing the South London 
black teenager, Stephen Lawrence. 

Of course, we condemn the murder — a 
large part of the motivation for our very 
existence is the conviction that the failed 
multi-racial experiment should be ended 
peacefully, through political change, rather 
than in a communal bloodbath. And we have 
to confess that we find the inane bigotry of the 
youths — revealed on asecretly-filmed video, 
made by a police force which paranoid black 
spokesmen accused of not trying to catch the 
killers — distasteful in the extreme. But none 
of this alters the fact that the case has already 
been tried twice and had been thrown out 
because the chief prosecution witness had 
gone to the crucial identity parade having 
already heard localgossip as to who had 
stabbed his friend. When this emerged in 
_ court, the prosecution barrister very properly 


He / Wi NN 
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Guilty until proven 


conceded that there was “no reliable evidence” 
for a conviction. 

In spite of this, the professional agitators of 
the left and the professional victim spokesmen 
of the black community refused to accept the 
verdict. Enter the Daily Mail, no doubt with 
an eye to the extra circulation to be gained by 
sucking up to the immigrant middle class — 
which market research indicates is growing 
fast, in spite of alleged British ‘racism’. 

So Dacre ran his infamous front-page 
challenge: “Murderers: The Mail accuses these 
men of killing. If we are wrong, let them sue 
us.” 

Of course, every editor and journalist on the 
national dailies knows full well that legal aid 


innocent 


is not available for libel actions, and that the 
chances of five young lads in Eltham raising 
the hundreds of thousands of pounds needed 
to bring such an action are nil. 

We accuse Lord Dacre of contempt of court, 
of being a self-righteous old bully, of 
misleading the public by deliberately ignoring 
the far more numerous instances where whites 
have been the victims of racial attacks and 
racial murder. Furthermore, in the racially 
tense atmosphere of the part of London where 
his targets live, Dacre has knowingly put five 
young men at serious risk of being murdered 
by angry blacks — he is encouraging lynch 
law. 

If we are wrong, he can afford to sue us. 
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LIVERPOOL 


ACCORDING to the leading travel book 
The Rough Guide: “ if one city in Britain 
could be said to stand as a symbol of a 
nation in decline it would be Liverpool.” 
However much we would like it to be 
otherwise, this assessment is, of course, an 
accurate summing up of our present 
national plight. 

As you head into Liverpool, you have the 
impression of entering a conquered, occupied 
and sacked city. Hundreds of little blue, red 
. and green lights flash on the burglar alarms 
affixed to every house. Nearer the centre are 
swathes of derelict or shuttered property. In 
the city today we have a devil’s brew : not just 
poverty but poverty plus the drugs trade. You 
don’t need the brain of a Newton to work out 
that this particular combination leads to crime 
and violence. So, at a very basic level, your 
physical safety cannot be guaranteed at any 
time. 


No longer safe 


Five or so years ago, the university campus 
was a ‘safe area’; unfortunately this is no 
longer true. Last November a Chemistry 
student was assaulted outside the Faculty 
building during the afternoon. His mind was 
probably full of orbitals and ligands as two 
thugs kicked his head.into a bloody pulp. He 
was very lucky to escape with his life. 

Drive-by shootings sometimes occur, part 
of a simmering drugs turf war in the city. 
Those who are not involved in the drugs 
underworld seldom realise its scope. Drug 
dealing may well be the largest — and newest 
— industry in Merseyside. Police action tends 
to concentrate on the addicts and minor dealers. 
The really large-scale dealers are very possibly 
above the law. 

Accountants, lawyers and financial advisers 
grow discreetly rich on the indirect proceeds 
of the drug trade. The drug trade is ametaphor 
for the abandonment of our country to market 
forces. A truly ‘free’ global market in people 
and capital : the profitable delusion that, if left 
unchecked, will destroy our people and nation. 

So, as I’ve just explained, it isn’t only 
poverty that gives rise to steel-shuttered 
bakeries, razor wire on libraries and hundreds 
of tin-plate ‘Crimewatch’ signs. Incidentally, 
when Howard/Hecht appeared at a 
Birmingham conference to laud the success of 
the ‘Crimewatch’ scheme, he should have 
been reminded that such cosmetic schemes 
are a product of abject failure. Tin signs, 
security cameras and alarms were unnecessary 
before the wanton destruction of huge chunks 
of the economy. 

In the satellite areas outside the city centre 
such as Speke, Bootle, Walton and Kirkby, as 
many as 80 per cent of households depend on 


Page 4 


benefits. Another significant point about such 
districts is that they are almost exclusively 
white, to a degree that is unusual in 
contemporary Britain, outside of Belfast. 
According to Michael Ignatieff : “In Britain 
and Europe much of the old ethic of community 
was mono-racial. Every single certainty of 
that old world — racial, sexual, familial — is 
gone, never to return.” But the old certainties 
could be reconstructed, if the economy were 
revived. 


Third poorest area of Britain 


Readers will know about Speke from the 
troubled Ford plant there. Even before the 
partial closure of this factory, Speke was rated 
the third poorest area in Britain. It says a great 
deal about the present rotting system when 
you consider that cars of any variety are a 
distinct rarity.in Speke. Ironically, just halfa 
mile away is a wire-mesh compound in which 
thousands of unsold cars— destined for export 
— are kept. 

To be a car-owner in Speke suggests 
involvement in the drugs trade — though 
naturally the dealers’ preferred models 
are more upmarket than the relatively lowly 
Ford. 

About six months ago, I took a morning 
walk through the Walton district of Liverpool. 
Every face I saw seemed to be ingrained with 
misery: all had sad, downcast eyes as they 
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VERPOOL BLACK CAUCUS 


— IAN BUCKLEY takes 


a tour of the symbol 
of Britain’s decline 


hurried along, huddled in tatty anoraks. It 
always amuses me when I see the BBC News 
referring to “the miserable oppressed people 
of Iraq” — who all look reasonably content to 
me —when they shouldbe filming the miserable 
oppressed people of Walton, Liverpool. 

As I walked on I could see Walton Jail 
looming over the horizon like a stranded 
battleship. I thought about Ronald Creasy and 
the other men of the BUF who had been 
imprisoned there. They had been incarcerated, 
without charge or trial, for speaking the truth. 
Which truth was that war with Germany would 
lead inevitably to the loss of the Empire and 
the ruin of Britain. No-one can now say that 
they were wrong, or that those who imprisoned 
and maligned them had the true interests of 
Britain at heart. 


If you seek their monument, 
look around! 


Finally, some very apt words for Major, 
Thatcher and all of the other traitors who have 
dishonoured the offices of state for fifty years, 
and whose misrule has turned this once-great 
and prosperous port into a sink of poverty and 
hopelessness. Lector, sirequiris monumentum 
circumspice 

— but don’t spend too much time 
looking... 
or you too might be hit over the 
head by a mugger! 


Black activists and leftist fellow-travellers march through one of the remaining ‘up-market’ 
streets in Liverpool. Immigration has added to the city’s troubles, but the addiction of 
successive governments to suicidal ‘free-trade’ economics, and limp-wristed treatment of 
drug-dealers and other criminals, are the most important factors in the ruin of Liverpool 


f who’ € © £1 ce Ss 


WASHINGTON, DC 


White flight, crumbling 
roads, corruption, 
drive-by shootings, 
drugs and bankruptcy. 
The capital of the 
wealthiest and most 
powerful state the 
world has ever seen is 


on the brink of 


complete collapse 


“DRINKING water is declared unsafe 
several times a year; schools lack textbooks; 
main streets are studded with potholes three 
feet deep, covered with metal sheets but 
never repaired; gunshots are heard within 
a few blocks of the Senate.” Welcome to the 
capital, not of some African banana 
republic, but of the United States of America. 
Washington, DC is on the brink of collapse. 

The shocking impact of two decades of 
decay on the capital of the world’s wealthiest 
nation and most powerful democracy hit the 
headlines at the end of last year with the 
publication of a 46-page report by the city’s 
financial control board. It warned that the US 
capital is heading for total financial collapse 
unless the federal government steps in with a 
rescue plan and takes over responsibility for 
prisons, medical care and roads. 

Even that would only give the city’s 
population— down from 800,000 in the 1950s 
to 554,000 in 1995, and still dropping fast as 
the white middle classes cut and run —a brief 
breathing space. The longer-term worry is that 
the shortfall on retirement payments for 
teachers, firefighters, policemen and judges 
alone is now $5 billion. 

With a fast-growing, unemployable under- 
class, Washington, DC was already in deep 
trouble when its black Mayor, Marion Barry, 
was re-elected for a fourth term in 1994, after 
serving a prison sentence for using crack 
cocaine. With Barry and his cronies back at 
City Hall, a horrified Congress and an 
increasingly nervous Clinton have watched 
the city turning into a Third World 
landscape of crime, corruption, incomp- 
etence, bankruptcy and physical ruin. 

The city is literally falling apart. Municipal 
workers are rude, lazy, hostile and often 
illiterate. Many don’t even bother to turn up 


Elegant relic of a bygone age. The Jefferson Memorial in the 
centre of Washington, DC. Anti-western ‘intellectuals’ and pro- 
integration conservatives are running a joint campaign to have it 
demolished on account of Jefferson’s ‘racism’ 


for work, while thousands who are nominally 
on the payroll don’t even exist — phantoms 
whose salaries go into supervisors’ pockets. 

The zones immediately around the centre 
are kept in park-like condition by the federal 
government, for the benefit of the Clintons, 
top government officials and visiting heads of 
state. But the rest of the District is collapsing 
into broken asphalt, leaking water mains, 
abandoned and burnt-out buildings, insane 
junkies, roaming gangs, and burgeoning hordes 
of welfare parasites — the stupid and the 
slothful, the thieving and the violent, the 
unmarried and the pregnant. 

The one area of relative normality in this 
nightmare of terminal decline is the well-to-do 
Northwest. This elegant and expensive suburb 
is conveniently cut off from the rest of 
Washington by a broad| swath of wooded 
parks. In addition, the overwhelmingly liberal 
inhabitants of the Northwest, although keen to 
force the rest of white America to enjoy all the 
benefits ofa multi-cultural society, were careful 
to keep the Washington subway out of their 
own area. Quite simply, the Northwest has 
avoided becoming part of the ghetto because 
the inhabitants of the ghetto can’t get there. 


Bullet-proof vests 


But things have got'so bad that even 
Northwest residents are feeling the pinch. 
Tired of waiting for Mayor Barry’s City Hall 
administration to send men to repair the 
potholes, they now fill them in themselves. 
Local cops need bullet-proof vests, so the 
neighbourhood has to chip in to buy them, in 
the same way that they have to pay for their 
own garbage collections, snow clearance and 
teachers’ aides out of their own pockets. The 
sky-high local taxes which are supposed to 
pay for such things just vanish down the 


bottomless rathole of the rest of the city. 

The collapse of respect for the city’s 
administration is such that Northwest residents 
wanting to extend their expensive houses 
simply don’t bother. to apply for building 
permits any more; they just go ahead with 
whatever they want. It doesn't make any 
difference anyway, because the city’s building 
inspectors are so badly trained and ignorant 
that they don’t know anything about building. 

The great cities of the Roman empire 
must have gone through exactly the same 
sort of thing as their pomp and circumstance 
crumbled into a mire of usury, monopoly 
and race-mixing. There too, the wealthy and 
powerful found out too late that their favoured 
positions could not insulate them from the 
growing chaos of a system collapse for more 
than a few years. Indeed, the parallel has not 
gone unnoticed. “Myrole is sort of like Nero’s: 
standing around and fiddling while the city 
burns down in despair,” one weary member of 
a neighbourhood commission was quoted as 
saying in a front-page article, ‘Washington’s 
troubles hit island of affluence’, in the New 
York Times. 

The direct cause of the city’s slide into 
bankruptcy is the decision of Congress to 
grant it ‘home rule’ in 1973. Since then, 
according to Thomas Edmonds, a political 
consultant and a former DC resident: “The 
city has gone from having a bright promise to 
being a total basket case.” 

In truth, of course, the problem is not 
‘home rule’, but the people to whom home 
rule has been given. Except for the old- 
fashioned haven of stability in the 
Northwest, the capital of the United States 
is now a Third World city. So how could it 
hope to avoid all the usual Third World 
problems? 
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THE SUPREME COMPLIMENT 


JOHN TYNDALL suggests that the frantic efforts by the 
forces of national treason to stop the BNP constitute the 
most powerful testimony as to its true potential 


ONE of the most interesting pieces of 
reading in last month’s Spearhead was the 
report of the magazine’s special corres- 
pondent on a meeting in Bournemouth held 
by the UK Independence Party (UKIP). 
The meeting was staged in the Royal Bath 
Hotel, a five-star establishment. It was 
attended by about four hundred people, 
having been well publicised in advance 
(including a prominent advertisement in 
the main local news-paper), and it 
proceeded in perfect order. There was not 
a murmur of opposition: no demos, no 
violence, not even a heckler. 

This presents some contrast with meetings 
organised by the British National Party. On 
the rare occasions on which our party is able 
to obtain a booking ofa meeting hall in its own 
name anywhere, this is because when it contests 
a parliamentary or local government election 
the law of the land (Representation of the 
People Act 1983) requires the appropriate 
local authority to make a hall available for the 
purpose. Such meetings are always picketed 
by rowdy left-wing mobs who come along 
with no object other than to intimidate those 
attempting to attend, whether they be BNP 
supporters or just ordinary members of the 
public. : 

On any occasions outside an election, and 
where the party’s assembly rights are not 
consequently protected by this law, we find it 
quite impossible to make bookings of meeting 
halls under our own name, whether these be 


owned by local authorities or private concerns. . 


We therefore have to use subterfuge, making 
the booking under another name, not 
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advertising the location publicly and directing 
those wishing to attend to an assembly point 
some little way away, from which they are 
then redirected or taken to the meeting.by 
stewards, who alone know the actual location. 
An inkling that it is the party that is using the 
hall is only given to the hall management after 
nearly everyone has entered and taken their 
seats, by which time usually (though not 
always) the management resigns to letting the 
meeting proceed, albeit with sour faces and 
mutterings of ‘‘don’t come back again.”’ 


No choice but subterfuge 


We regret having to use these methods, as 
we more than any of the parties detest 
dishonesty in politics. But the practice is 
forced upon us by a dishonest system, whose 
apologists maintain that we live in a ‘free’ 
democracy while actually denying the rights 
of assembly and free speech to those whose 
politics they really dislike. The brutal laws of 
political survival dictate that we have no other 
choice. 

We have employed this procedure every 
year for our annual party rally, the biggest 
event in the BNP calendar, in which we gather 
our members and supporters together from all 
over the country. Because of the size of the 
event and the number in attendance, the 
arrangements for prior assembly and 
redirection must necessarily be much more 
complex than those used for much smaller 
local meetings. We have developed a fairly 
sophisticated system for mustering our people 
for this rally, asystem that depends very much 
ontight security, plentiful transport and mobile 


A local BNP meeting. 
Like the annual rally, 
these invariably have 
to be booked under 
other names and those 
attending have to 
come via redirection 
points. ‘Freedom of 
speech’ is guaranteed 
— as long as you 
don’t rock the 
establishment boat 


telephones on which last-minute instructions 
are conveyed. The system means that our 
people can be standing by anywhere at 
appointed spots covering a wide area, and then 
be directed to a rally location which may only 
have been obtained an hour previously. The 
system is highly flexible, and there has not yet 
been an occasion on which it has not worked. 

But over the past two years its efficiency has 
been sorely tested. We had arrangements all in 
hand for the 1995 rally when, at the very last 
moment, we were telephoned by the 
management of the hired premises and 
informed that our booking had been cancelled. 
With great difficulty, we obtained an alternative 
premises in the form of a large public house 
bar in London which was far from ideal for the 
purpose, but it was better than our having no 
rally at all. 


Cover blown 


As regular readers of Spearhead will have 
read last month, our rally intended for the 
Autumn of 1996, but postponed to the 
beginning of 1997, encountered just the same 
problems. The party official who had made a 
booking of a well-appointed hotel room, and 
had actually met and spoken to a member of 
the managerial staffat 7 o’clock on the evening 
before to finalise arrangements, was phoned 
on his mobile while driving back home and 
told that our cover had been ‘blown’ and that 
the booking was cancelled. Again, by a miracle 
of resourcefulness and improvisation we 
obtained another venue (better than in 1995) 
and what had threatened to be a disaster was 
turned into a resounding success. We even 
made a gain. Having paid £950 for the original 
hall, which was refunded, we obtained the 
alternative hall for amere £200. The would-be 
saboteurs of the meeting made the BNP coffers 
£750 the richer! 

Our party official, on being told of the 
cancellation, enquired of the hotel as to who 
had warned the management that the booking 
had been made by the BNP. A management 
spokesman, speaking in ‘I- shouldn’t-really- 
be-telling-you-this’ tones, informed him that 
the hotel had received four faxes on the matter, 
the first one of which he said came from ‘‘a 
large Jewish group in London.”’ 

The very fact that we are forced, again and 
again, to carry out this kind of operation 
merely to exercise our rights of assembly and 
free speech in what is supposed to be a 
‘democratic’ country is highly instructive as 
to the state of things that now prevails in late- 


twentieth century Britain. To newcomers to 
our struggle it is an eye-opening experience. 
Most of them scarcely have any idea of what 
we are up against before they actually see 
evidence of it. They join the party still bemused 
by popular illusions about ‘freedom’ and all 
the rest of it; they quickly learn how different 
it really is. They remind one of the volunteers 
of 1914, who enlisted thinking it would all be 
a jolly scrap and ‘‘over by Christmas.’’ In the 
filth and death of the trenches they became old 
soldiers in rapid time, and they never saw the 
world through quite the same eyes again. 

Sometimes even I, who have been in this 
fight for around forty years now, have to pinch 
myself as I am engaging in these undercover 
operations of organising people to get to secret 
locations in order merely to have a quite 
lawful meeting — I have to pinch myself to 
make sure I am not going through some bizarre 
nightmare. This is actually happening in a 
country which my generation was brought up 
to believe was ‘free’ — as opposed to the 
‘totalitarianism’ of some other nations. It 
constantly seems unreal, but it is actually 
happening in the Britain of 1997! 


The saboteurs 


From the manager of the hotel originally 
chosen to host our rally in January we received 
evidence of at least one of the parties 
responsible for the cancellation. Other, 
circumstantial, evidence showed that these 
saboteurs were very well organised, thorough 
and in possession of no small resources. 
London and its surrounds add up to a vast area 
in terms of population and facilities for 
meetings. What this group must have done is 
comb the entire area by way of telephone calls 
or visits to the owners of all such premises. 
One opening gambit in this process would be 
to ask the managers if a hall could be hired for 
the 25th January. A response saying that such 
halls as were available for hire were already 
booked up would put that establishment on a 
short list of places meriting further enquiries, 
but in places where more than one hall was 
available a reply as to availability would not 
guarantee to the enquirers that the BNP did 
not having a booking there. 

We can only guess at the procedures 
employed to track down our bookings, but we 
can at least say that there must be an 
organisational effort involved in them which 
is at least equal to the organisational effort we 
have to make to ensure our rally is held, and 
moreover involving much greater resources. 

Were there other groups of people involved 
in this sabotage besides the Jewish one admitted 
by the hotel spokesman?. Were the police 
involved? We have discussed this question 
extensively among ourselves, and opinions 
vary as to the complicity of government 
agencies and, if so, the extent of it. Where the 
state and private interest groups and lobbies 
have, a common purpose in opposing 
something, it has not been unknown for them 
to collaborate and pool information. One 


DemoxctT@ ev 


THE CAT OUT OF THE BAG 


The British League of Rights, a branch of the Crown Commonwealth League of 
Rights, is an organisation which has some differences with the British National 
Party, although we support its broadly patriotic stance. Though it has a more 
restrained profile than the BNP, it has done some valuable educational work in 
exposing the inner machinations of what we have called ‘the forces of national 
treason’ in Britain. 

Back in 1985, the BLR Director Donald Martin organised a dinner and 
conference on behalf of the Crown Commonwealth League of Rights, to be held 
at the Tara Hotel in South Kensington. The booking was organised openly under 
the BLR’s name. 

Shortly before the dinner and conference were due to be held, a report of the 
coming event was published in the Jewish Chronicle. Following that, Mr. Martin 
received a message that the booking of the dinner and conference room had 
been cancelled. Mr. Martin immediately contacted the hotel and was put onto the 
catering manager, there being no senior managerial staff available to speak to 
him. He enquired of the catering manager as to the reason for the cancellation. 
The latter replied that the police had been in touch with the hédtel advising that 
there would be likely demonstrations and disturbances attending the event. 

Mr. Martin then spoke to the police inspector in charge of the case. The 
inspector emphatically denied that the police had made any such approach to 
the hotel management and in fact told Mr. Martin that he had no evidence that 
any demon-strations or disturbances were likely. 

Mr. Martin then contacted the catering manager again with news of the police’s 
reaction to his story. The latter became very agitated and informed him that what 
had actually happened was that, in return for an assurance by the hotel that the 
BLR booking would be cancelled, a spokesman for the Jewish Chronicle told the 
hotel manager that the paper would refrain from publishing any further reports 


which might cause embarrassment to the hotel. 

This of course amounted to a polite form of blackmail against the hotel. 

Should we believe the catering manager when he said that the police had been 
in touch with the hotel warning of the possibility of demonstrations and 
disturbances, or should we believe the account of the police inspector when he 
said that no such approaches to the hotel management had been made? No 
proof as to who was telling the truth will probably ever come to light, but the 
question must be asked as to why the hotel catering manager would concoct a 
story about a police contact that never took place. 

During the same year (1985) the League of Rights had organised a series of 
meetings around Britain to be addressed by the New Zealand League of Rights 
Director Bill Daly. Two of these meetings had subsequently to be relocated at 
short notice as the managements of the premises in question cancelled the 
bookings. In response to enquiries from Mr. Martin about these cancellations, 
the management of a hotel in one city provided him with a file that had been 
placed in his possession making all manner of scurrilous allegations against the 
BLR and its personnel and dropping hints of trouble if a League of Rights 
meeting was allowed to take place on its premises. The contents of this file 
made it clear that it had been compiled by Jewish groups. 

The circumstantial evidence is of very close parallels between the experiences 
of the League of Rights in 1985 and the more recent ones of the BNP. 


theory is that our rally locations this year and 
in 1995 could have been ascertained by means 
of phone-tapping. If this is true, the state must 
at least be part of the machinery of sabotage. 
However, the phone-tapping explanation is 
not necessarily the only one. Great care was 
taken by us to avoid mention of the location 
on the telephone except in the one case where 
the official responsible for finding and booking 
the hall himself telephoned the management 
concerning the booking. We did not believe it 
likely that this particular official’s telephone 
was tapped. If it had been, the tappers could 


have obtained other information pertaining to 
rally plans which there is no evidence that they 
did obtain; that information, if used, could 
have created further difficulties for us, but we 
did not experience any such difficulties. 
State agencies are in a position to get 
authorisation for phone-taps and interception 
of post, but others are not. If there was no way 
in which our rally booking could have been 
ascertained except by these methods, it would 
point to the state being up to its neck in the 
affair, but this was not the case. 
Cont. overleaf 
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What about groups on the far left of politics? 
Could any of them have been involved? Maybe. 
But do the groups ofthe extreme left necessarily 
see themselves as having a vested interest in 
keeping the BNP down? There is quite a lot of 
evidence that they see things in a very opposite 
way. With these groups increasingly bereft of 
credible ‘causes’ on which they can campaign 
and recruit, it is arguably very much in their 
interest for the BNP to be built up into a big 
‘bogy’ rather than relegated to insignificance. 
The left thrives on the ‘anti-fascist’ and ‘anti- 
racist’ industry. Without a ‘fascist’ and a 
‘racist’ threat (their words, not ours), there is 
even less reason for the left’s existence, what 
with so many of its former causes and crusades 
discredited by events. The BNP’s election 
victory in Millwall in September 1993 created 
a pretext for the biggest outbreak of left-wing 
mob violence seen in the London area since 
the Poll Tax riots. I refer of course to the 
‘Battle of Welling’ that occurred shortly 
afterwards when amob many thousands strong 
and recruited from all over Britain and beyond 
marched to attack the party’s bookshop. Had 
we not won that election, would the left have 
ever got this mob onto the streets? No, the left 
hates us but there is good reason for believing 
that it needs us. 


Not the left 


This aside, it is doubtful that any left-wing 
groups on their own have either the resources 
or the organisational finesse to mount 
operations of the kind which have located our 
last two rally venues. It is equally doubtful that 
diverse left-wing groups would pool resources 
for that purpose; they loathe each other almost 
as much as they loathe us, and they are indeed 
in competition with each other for the title of 
the leading ‘anti-racist’ and ‘anti-fascist’ 
opposition. It is mark or ‘one-upmanship’ on 
the part of one far-left group that it can claim 
to be doing more to fight the ‘fascist menace’ 
than another. It helps recruitment and boosts 
the sales of publications. 


Therefore, exactly what agencies are behind ~ 


this regular yearly exercise still is to some 
extent a matter of guesswork. I would be 
prepared to believe, however, that the exercise 
was one in which the Government’s political 
police worked in harness with, perhaps, the 
Searchlight network — plus other somewhat 
esoteric organisations which do not covet a 
high public profile but are committed with 
great dedication to ‘stopping’ the BNP. A 
- hotel manager has exposed the identity of one 
‘of them, which may or may not be the 
Searchlight group. To enquire in great detail 
as to who else might be involved would be a 
digression, so I will simply lump these parties 
together under the umbrella of ‘the enemy’, i.e. 
the forces of national treason that are today 
politically dominant in Britain and determined 
to destroy patriotic opposition. 

It is at this point that it is apposite to return 
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to the reference with which this article began. 
The UK Independence Party is able to book a 
large hotel room fora meeting in Bournemouth, 
advertise the meeting in a local paper and 
experience no problem whatever in keeping 
the booking and holding its meeting in good 
order with no opposition. 

The British National Party is forced to book 
premises for meetings under assumed names. 
Nevertheless, the moment that the dates of 
such meetings are known ahighly sophisticated 
organisation clicks into gear through which the 
bookings are traced and subsequently 
sabotaged. 

What does that tell us? 

It tells us, surely, that in the eyes of the forces 
of national treason the BNP, and perhaps some 
other patriotic groups, are regarded as 
especially ‘dangerous’ whereas the likes of 
UKIP are not regarded in any such light. 

Even the highly publicised Referendum Party 


Goldsmith’s Referendum Party might be 
considered a threat to the Government but, 
like the equally ‘respectable’ UKIP, it is able 

to hire meeting halls at will 


CANDOUR. British views letter, founded by 
A.K. Chesterton to defend national sovereignty 
against the menace of international finance. 
Subscription: UK £15 per year; Overseas £20 
per year; USA $30 per year. Forest House, Liss 
Forest, Hants, GU33 7DD 


of Sir James Goldsmith is able to book the 
Brighton Centre and hold a large conference 
there — the full proceedings of which are 
broadcast by a TV news team. 

Now the Referendum Party might be 
considered a threat to the Government in much 
more immediate terms than we are, in as much 
as its candidates could lose the Tories some 
key seats in the coming general election. But it 
is regarded as sufficiently ‘acceptable’ within 
the political mainstream for it to experience 
none of the difficulties which we encounter. 

The same could be said of a number of other 
political groups which at the moment are 
campaigning energetically against government 
policies, in particular in respect of Europe. 
They are apparently not considered such a 
threat as to warrant the extreme measures of 
surveillance and sabotage as have been 
employed against the BNP. 

It is sometimes said that a man is known for 
the enemies he makes. The same might be said 
of a political party or movement. The measure 
of its value and importance is the identity of its 
opponents and the hatred and fear it inspires in 
those opponents. 

It is easy for us to get despondent when we 
experience these tactics of sabotage, 
particularly because of the undoubted 
inconvenience they cause us and the way in 
which they force us into ‘underground’ 
measures to continue our struggle which are 
alien to a party like ourselves, whose nature is 
to operate wholly in the open. 

But in fact we should regard this attempted 
sabotage as the supreme compliment — being 
as it is an acknowledgement of the potential 
threat that we pose to the powers that be which 
have been subverting and wrecking Britain for 
so long. 

Were we not taken seriously by these 
people, and seen as a great and powerful 
political force at least in embryo if not in 
present fact, would they go to such lengths 
and employ such a highly organised . 
machinery to disrupt our operations? 

I think not. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 
For your copy of our latest catalogue of 
nationalist, revisionist and music videos (VHS) 


send two first-class stamps to: Freedom 
Videos, Box 1, Forest House, Liss Forest, 
Hants, GU33 7DD. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
handle our magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, clo PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case 
an SAE would be much appreciated. Thank you. 
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FRANK MARTELL argues that nationalism 
must offer a radical economic alternative to 


the inhumanity 
of materialism 


IT is important for us to recognise that 
what destroyed Soviet Communism was its 
inhuman nature, rather than its supposed 
failure to provide the basic economic 
necessities. The latter idea is a liberal myth 
— a necessary legend which validates the 
materialist view of the world shared by 
capitalists and Communists alike, that 
money is the measure of success and that 
human nature counts for little in the 
equation of life. 


Berlin 1991: Lenin’s statue is demolished 
after Gorbachev's ‘reforms’ destroyed the 
Soviet empire. Russians in particular have 
found the alternative even worse . 


The theoreticians of capitalism tell us that 
man is base in his fundamental nature, that his 
primary motivation is personal self-interest as 
expressed in greed for money, and that 
Communism’s appeal for self-sacrifice to 
achieve social justice was bound to fall on deaf 
ears. Communist theory saw man as a blank 
slate — infinitely malleable — and held that if 
the government controlled all of the 
propaganda and information sources of society, 
the population could be led in any direction 
the Party chose. In real life, the people of 
Russia didn’t accept this, even after three 
generations of absolute control — or rather, 
because of three generations of absolute 
control. But, contrary to the gloating of 
triumphant Western analysts, this was not the 
reason for the collapse of the USSR. 

A secret memorandum presented to the 
Politburo near the end of Leonid Brezhnev’s 
reign (and later published in the Washington 
Post) outlined the real problem for the Soviet 
Union. The gist of the memo was that ordinary 
citizens were deeply dissatisfied not because 
they were living in poverty, but quite the 
reverse; they now had substantial savings, but 
nothing to spend them on. Orders for cars were 
three years behind, and there was little variation 
in what was produced, as individual taste 
simply wasn’t considered in the command 
economy. The situation with electronic goods 
was even worse. What the people complained 
of most of all was the low quality of the food 
and its lack of variety. Only corrupt Party 
officials and their gangster associates could 
get what they wanted — and then only from 
the West. In other words, the ordinary Soviet 
citizens had a guaranteed job and financial 
security, but now the other side of human 
nature had to be fulfilled: people craved 
excitement and desired the ability to express 
their individual tastes and, most importantly 
for the intellectual elite, to express their talents 
and ideas. 

The huge Soviet bureaucracy that micro- 
managed the economy and all organised social 
life was incapable of adjusting to this new 
reality. Its size and focus made it impossible 
for it to adapt to its own success in its primary 
task — the production of sufficient quantity 
and its roughly equal distribution to the masses. 


Moreover, it was responsible for the security 
of the country, which required both massive 
military expenditure and a huge police and 
propaganda presence to enforce through fear 
an oppressive ideological conformity down to 
the smallest detail on a people who never 
identified with the Messianic ‘revolutionary’ 
urges of their masters. 

It was the alien-dominated Politburo of 1917 
that established the special retail shops for the 


Cont. overleaf 
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Prague 1995: Statue of freak Michael 
Jackson dominates this ancient European 
city to advertise his junk music and the 
‘virtues’ of capitalist multi-racialism 
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Cont. from page 9 


Communist leadership. These were supposed 
to be secret but the people soon discovered 
what was going on and came to understand 
that, although all were equal, some were more 
equal than others. At that point, the Party lost 
its ability to inspire in the people idealism for 
any cause; indeed the once mystically fanatical 
Russians became one of the most cynical 
peoples on earth. Even in the Second World 
War, the so-called ‘Great Patriotic War’, the 
commissars had to lead from the rear — 
threatening to shoot in the back any soldier 
who wavered. In short, the Soviet leaders — 
even after the Russians in the Communist 
Party under Nikita Krushchev seized power 
from the Jews in the. 1950s — did not trust 
their own people, and were scared to alter their 
governmentto give their citizens more freedom 
of judgement. 

Yet elsewhere in the Communist world, 
things began to happen which encouraged the 
reformers in the Party in the Soviet Union. 
Specifically, Deng Xiaoping was altering the 
face of Communism in China. Despite being a 
veteran of the Long March and one of Mao’s 
top officers, Deng spent years in prison for 
ideological heresy. The charge against him 
was that he was a National Socialist. Unlike in 
Russia, the Red revolution in China was led by 
natives rather than Jews, and was therefore 
always far more nationalist than it was 
communist. This allowed Deng to develop 


Industry in Shenyang, China. Western 
money and technology is turning China into 
an economic super-power. The cost in terms 
of job losses in the West and damage to the 
environment is immense, but financiers and 
fund-managers are falling over themselves to 
get a piece of the action 
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much support within the Party for his ideas. 
This very popularity held him back, for despite 
the fact that he never expressed any disloyalty, 
he was seen as a threat to Mao. In the end, 
though, Deng’s patience, personal dignity and 
loyalty to the Party came to command the 
respect of the other leaders and he was 
eventually chosen as Mao’s successor. 


Effective reforms 


The charges against Deng proved correct. 
He gradually created a free market base for the 
Chinese economy, first in agriculture and then 
in industry. The government still made 
economic policy at the top, but at the bottom 
it was the free market that distributed goods 
and dictated production, which decided who 
did well and who did badly — though all were 
provided with the basics and the means to 
educate their children so that talent could rise. 
To give a specific example, the collective 
farms were divided into plots of land large 
enough for one family to work. The farmers 


were provided with small, inexpensive tractors. 


and other equipment geared to the small farm. 


They were guaranteed prices for their products - 


by the government. It was as if National 
Socialist Germany’s Agriculture Minister, 
Walter Darre, was suddenly in charge of 
Chinese agriculture. 

Throughout the economy, the government 
no longer regulated, it directed. The economy 
came to resemble that of Japan much more that 
that of the Soviet Union. This internal 
revolution worked and China prospered, so 
that it is now widely seen as the next world 
economic super-power. 

This massive change took place slowly in 
a country whose people still respected their 
first generation revolutionary leaders, men 
who were all racial nationalists, whether or not 
they believed in the workability of 
communism’s MickeyMouse economics. Most 
of these men had risked their lives in the 
revolutionary struggle, had worked for decades 
for the common good oftheir people, and were 
still willing to take great risks to make things 
better for Chinaas a whole. Western-influenced 
students may have been fixated on the idea of 
‘democracy’, but these old men still 
commanded the respect and cooperation of 
the ordinary Chinese citizen, not to mention 
tank crews. 

In the Soviet Union the reformers, led by 
Mikhail Gorbachev, eventually convinced the 
bulk of the Communist leadership that such 
internal reform could also work in the USSR. 
But the historical and social situation was very 
different. The Russians had no faith in their 
leaders or their motives, and they were 
completely apathetic even in the face of massive 
reform. At the same time, the non-Russian 
parts of the Soviet empire were concerned 
primarily with national independence, despite 
70 years of multi-cultural and multi-racial 
propaganda. 

So, as the editor of Pravda once remarked, 
Gorbachev dismantled Communism without 


coming up with anything to replace it. The 
land was not divided up amongst entreprenurial 
small farmers and the factories were not 
converted into worker cooperatives. 
Gorbachev’s ‘reforms’ merely created a 
vacuum in which wealth prevailed. And who 
had the money to buy the land and the factories, 
and to purchase the rights to create new 
businesses? The corrupt Party officials, the 
gangsters, and Western capitalists. It was 
Yeltsin’s great achievement to administer the 
coup de grace to the Russian people by selling 
Russia’s assets to the ‘West.’ In the new 
capitalist Russia, the ordinary Russian has 
been dispossessed completely of his land, 
natural resources and opportunity to prosper; 
he is once again having to worry about 
unemployment, poverty and even starvation. 
Forty per cent of the Russian people now live 


‘below the official poverty line. So bad have 


things become that even outbreaks of 
cannibalism are no longer big news. 

Little wonder that the US had to pour 
hundreds of millions of dollars illegally into 
the last Russian election to defeat the 
Communist Presidential candidate, Gennadi 
Zyuganov. The full employment, financial 
security, substantial personal savings and civic 
stability that Russians once enjoyed now look 
awfully good in retrospect; the memories of 
terror and oppression fading in importance. 
The mistrust of their leaders by the Russian 
people has been justified fully by this latest 
betrayal. 


Ugly greed of plutocracy 


The inhumanity of Communism created 
within the people a massive passive resistance 
against the system, but so too does that of 
capitalism — in the West as well as in Russia. 
The following editorial quote from the 
American magazine /nstauration could be 
applied just as well to the situation in Moscow, 
Sheffield or the Ruhr as to the once great US 
industrial belt now dismissed as the ‘rust bowl’: 

“(Our) plutocratic rulers and the hungry 
political and social climbers who serve them 
have dropped their masks. The ugliness and 
banality of their limitless greed is there for all 

to see. Cosmopolitan, international and 

devoid of any concern for anything except 

money, they literally worship Mammon, as 
they try to justify their crimes against their 
fellow men by spreading the evil lie that all 

Americans will eventually benefit from their 

unbridled avarice.” 

Whether the passive resistance and 
resentment against this latter-day Morgenthau 
Plan under way against the white world can be 
converted into active resistance depenas upon 
the quality of the national revolutionary 
leaderships involved. Butat least the capitalists 
are doing their part to create the circumstances 
in which we can win. They are doing the bulk 
of our work for us by professing an anti-natural 
philosophy of self-interest over idealism and 
of the gratification of the individual at the 
expense of the community, and by practicing 
its anti-human policies. 


Even some capitalists and their court 
economists are beginning to admit the truth in 
this regard. Hence the warning by international 
currency speculator George Soros that the 
unfettered globalisation of economics was 
becoming aserious threat to social and political 
stability. In an effort to keep things on an even 
keel, Soros has already sunk $350 million of 
his $1 billion currency speculation profits 
into propping up ‘democracies’ in Eastern 
Europe. Marxists who claim that white 
nationalists are ‘the bootboys of capitalism’ 
should also note that Soros has allocated a 
further $50 million to his ‘Emma Lazarus 
Fund’ to help immigrants get to the United 
States. 


Incompatible 


In a recent article in USA Today, MIT 
Economist Professor Lester Thurow — who 
often acts as an economic spokesman for the 
Democratic Party — says that the traditional 
nuclear family is incompatible with modern 
capitalism. He seems to regret its destruction, 
but does not propose an economic reality that 
would enable the father to earn enough money 
to allow the mother to avoid the workplace 
andestablisha stable home life for the children. 
Thurow points out that the Industrial 
Revolution — i.e. the first phase of modern 
capitalism — destroyed the traditional 
extended family. He goes on to point out that:- 


In America, 32 per cent of all men 25 to 
34 years of age earn less than the amount 
necessary to keep a family of four above the 
poverty line. While male wages are falling at 
the bottom, the costs of supporting a family 
are rising. Children need ever more expensive 
educations for ever longer periods of time if 
they are to make it in today’s global economy 
....Walues follow economic realities. 
Individual fulfillment now ranks higher than 
family in public polls. ‘Competitive 
individualism’ grows at the expense of 
‘family solidarity’. The ideal is ‘choice’ not 
‘bonds’. In the language of capitalism, 
children have ceased to be ‘profit centres’ 
and have become ‘cost centres’. The response 
quite naturally is to form fewer families and 
to have smaller numbers of children. Where 
children do exist, parents spend less time 
with them — 40 per cent less than they did 
30 years ago. With mothers at work more 
than 2 million children under the age of 13 
are left completely without adult supervision, 
both before and after school... The one- 
earner middle-class family is extinct. Social 
arrangments are not determined just by 
economics — there are many possibilities at 
any point in time — but whatever the 
arrangements, they have to be consistent 
with economic realities.” 

Of course, the true reality is that capitalism 
has turned things upside down to serve the 
interests of the few. Economic policy is a tool 
that we should use to help us live the way we 
wish to live, the way in which our deeply 
ingrained biological nature means we need to 
live. Economics should serve life and values, 
not vice versa. Capitalist apologists claim that 
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alternative systems cannot compete 
economically and that, in the end, this means 
military defeat as wealth buys martial power. 
But even the Communists were able to convert 
Russia from a second rate semi-feudal power 
that was easily defeated by a small German 
army in World War One into the second 
strongest economy in the world and the greatest 
land military power the world has ever seen. 

Nationalist leaders from Napoleon — who 
wrote that the family is the building block of 
the nation — through to Mussolini and Hitler, 
have found successful economic alternatives 
to capitalist ‘efficiency’ and have kept the 
fabric of the family and the nation intact. 
Indeed, population growth boomed under these 
nationalist regimes, where Whites wanted to 
bring new children into the world — a far cry 
from today’s capitalist ‘reality’. 


Shackles of debt 


France prospered throughout the two 
decades of Napoleonic warfare. Of all the 
European powers, only the government of 
France was not in debt at the end of the 
Napoleonic Wars; Britain (despite the profits 
engendered by the Industrial Revolution and 
the development of India) was deeply in debt 
to the House of Rothschild and the other 
international lending houses. The fate of an 
indebted country is in the hands of its bankers, 
or at least it is until revolution wipes the board 
clean. 

Revolutionary National Socialist Germany 
was the engine that pulled Europe out of the 
Great Depression, while the governments of 
the far richer and more economically ‘efficient’ 
capitalist countries wallowed in confusion and 
in fear of their own people. 

In reality, capitalism is inefficient. First, 
there ts the fact that class exploitation inspires 
resistance, initially passive, but then active, 
among not just the working class but also the 
elements of the middle class whose livelihoods 
are threatened by the spread of monopolies. 
Second, the unbridled individualism embodied 
in Margaret Thatcher’s dictum that ‘there is no 
such thing as society’ leads directly to social 
disintegration, which in turn encourages a 
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massively disruptive and expensive crime 
wave. Third, the most imaginative and 
productive part of the population — the small 
entrepreneurs — are crushed under the weight 
of big capital’s money bags. Big business buys 
from the politicians, both legally and illegally, 
the tax loopholes and other financial benefits 
which help it to fend off more éfficient but 
smaller companies. 

Inthe USA, for example, the Small Business 
Administration tells us that 85 per cent of 
small businesses fail in the first three years and 
that 95 per cent fail in the first five years, and 
that the primary cause of most failures is 
insufficient capital; yet despite this, small 
businesses provide 50 per cent of all the jobs 
in the country. An economic revolution could 
be engendered just by using the money at 
present given in hidden subsidies to big 
business to help smaller firms get through 
their first, difficult, years. This would let real 
competition into the market — healthy free 
enterprise competitiveness instead of cosy fat 
cat capitalist monopolies. 

The underlying theme of nationalist finance 
and economics must be that what is socially 
desirable and physically possible must be 
made financially and economically possible. 
Economic policy is a tool, not an end in and of 
itself with the ‘right’ to dictate or disrupt the 
structure of the rest of society. As nationalists, 
we will not accept the destruction of family 
life and the destruction of national life which 
is inevitable under the present system. 

We know what we want. We want a 
united and healthy society, bound together 
by mutual love and respect. And we want to 
eschew all that the ‘values’ of capitalist 
individualism have wrought or unleashed 
— the brusque rudeness, the dishonesty, 
the Machiavellian manoeuvre, the crime, 
the pettiness and viciousness. To achieve 
our ends there are multiple economic 
solutions available to us. As the free-trade 
free-for-all of the global market grinds 
ever-growing numbers of our people down 
into the dust, we must use them to construct 
a practical vision of the new society we hold 
up as the only possible alternative. 
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Reclaim your cultural heritage! 


Franz Joseph Haydn 


AN American ex-serviceman once told me 
of a trick he and his comrades used to 
‘employ when they wanted to rid their 
favourite German bar of non-Europeans. 
The juke box contained a wide selection of 
records, so they would simply go over, 
insert a couple of Deutschmarks, and buy 
twenty minutes of ‘whiteman’s music.’ 
Schubert’s Trout Quartet, Wagner’s 
Tannhauser or a stirring Beethoven 
symphony was enough to ensure the 
peaceful but hasty evacuation of those with 
other instincts. 

Music, however, has a deeper meaning than 
merely that of a racist club doorman, it is a 
sanctuary from cultural decadence. But first 
you need to know what you are listening to. 

Music is just another form of communication 
and, like all art forms, can be coarse or sublime. 
By way of artistic example: you have crude 
Picasso drawings on the one hand and, on the 
other, Constable’s exquisite paintings of 
English landscapes. On the big screen: shock 
crudities that dull the human spirit and, 
occasionally, films that inspire and lift it. 
Music contains the same variety as an art 
gallery. Some pieces are in the traditional 
style — portraits of interesting people, land- 
and seascapes. Others might make you smile 
— caricatures and cartoons. There will be 
romantic impressionist pieces and perhaps 
pictures of heroic events which stir the blood 
and arouse passionate pride. 

The only difference between art and music 

is that to understand and enjoy the first you use 
your eyes, and in the case of the latter you use 
your ears and your imagination. When you 
_ grasp the composer’s intention behind each 
work, you will derive immense pleasure from 
a thousand years of European genius; you will 
find-yourself in the exalted company of your 
‘own kind of people, and will be reminded 
constantly of the awesome drama of your 
cultural inheritance. 

The first thing to remember is that you 
should not allow your choice of music to place 
you in any social grouping. To get ‘hooked’ on 
just one sort of music would be like eating fish 
and chips every day. Some forms of music are, 
of course, appropriate to certain settings, but 
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MICHAEL WALSH 
urges us to take the 
time to discover 
classical music 


as a general rule — if you like it, listen to it! 
A Chas an’ Dave singalong or some country 
music may well be appropriate for a lively 
night out in your local, but that doesn’t mean 
that there aren’t moments when Mozart meets 
the mood better. In a reflective moment, the 
Northumbrian pipes give me goose pimples, 
my back stiffens to a military band and Abide 
With Me on a cold November day makes my 
heart melt. Music should never be elitist or 
socially divisive. I cannot think of any 
composer who wouldn’t be horrified at the 
thought of his music being hijacked by a class 
of people notorious for their pretentiousness. 
Remember, the great romantic composers 
were, socially, often the very ordinary people 
of their time. Many, though loved by the 
masses, died in poverty. Most were from 
humble beginnings and some were buried as 
paupers, looked down upon by their ruling 
class contemporaries — the same slaves to 
intellectual snobbery as many who today 
shamelessly embrace them as their own. 

The likes of Oasis may make the girls scream 
today, but Chopin and Liszt are but two who 
had the ladies in a frenzy long before their 
time. Verdi’s death was an occasion of national 
mourning. Although Mozart’s greatness was 
only truly acknowledged as he neared death, 
managers “besieged his door with handfuls of 
gold pleading with him to compose something 
for them” as Vienna went wild to his last opera 
The Magic Flute. 


Your kind of people 


Bach’s family were miller-bakers. Handel’s 
father was a barber and Haydn’s a wheelwright. 
The world may never again produce the 
awesome genius of Beethoven, whose father 
was a feckless drunkard who could rarely be 
bothered to work. The fathers of Franz 
Schubert, Puccini and Chopin were poorly 
paid schoolteachers. Verdi’s parents were 
peasants, Richard Wagner’s father was aminor 
civil servant and Brahms the son ofa violinist 
so poor that the thirteen-year old Johannes 
earned a crust by playing piano waltzes in 
Hamburg’s waterfront bars. Theirs is real 
peoples’ music, whiteman’s music — your 
music. 


Edward Elgar 


Furthermore, you will be pleased to know 
that their political inclinations were generally 
closer to your own than you realise. Many 
were nationalist revolutionaries, and few if 
any would have found their views or artistic 
expression acceptable in the suffocating 
atmosphere of today’s tyranny of political 
correctness. All of them are hated and derided 
as ‘Dead White Males’ by the creatively- 
challenged spokesthings of the liberal-minority 
alliance which has hijacked Western culture. 


Thrown out 


Richard Wagner and others would almost 
certainly be gaoled today under the terms of 
the Race Act. Richard Strauss was thrown out 
of his home by American servicemen and his 
contemporary, Anton Webern, was shot dead 
by a U.S. infantryman. Chopin dropped 
everything to man the Polish barricades, 
Beethoven idolised Napoleon until he 
proclaimed himself emperor. Verdi and 
Rossini ruffled courtly feathers, and Bizet’s 
‘Carmen’ was considered morally outrageous. 

As for the popularity of classical music 
there is no doubt. The marketing industry has 
a nose for what makes you feel good — many 
people are introduced to classical music 
through television adverts, plays or films. 
Patrick Moore’s ‘Sky at Night’ series used 
Pelleas et Melisande by Sibelius as its theme 
tune, The Onedin Line used Khachaturian’s 
Adagio from Spartacus. Apocalypse Now 
(Wagner, Die Walkure); 2001: A Space 
Odyssey (Richard Strauss, Also Sprach 
Zarathustra); Brief Encounter (Rachmaninov, 
Piano Concerto No.2) and Death in Venice 
(Mahler’s Fifth Symphony) are just some of 
the film titles with notable soundtracks. Others 
include Alien, A Room Witha View, Die Hard, 
Fatal Attraction, Kramer v. Kramer, Out of 
Africa, Platoon—the list is practically endless. 

Then there are the commercials: Audi, 
Batchelors Soups, Baileys Irish Cream, Black 
& Decker, British Airways, British Steel, 
Carlsberg, Fiat, The Guardian, Gillette and 
Guinness. From Allied Dunbar to the 
Woolwich, they all use the white man’s music 
to sell their goods and services to us — white 
people. 


Not so surprising, really, when you 
understand that this music is both a product 
and a reflection of our racial soul. This is our 
music, just as life-like pictures are only found 
in our art. In fact, there are close parallels 
between the works of our great painters and 
the ‘audible pictures’ known as symphonic or 
tone poems created by some ofour composers. 
Richard Strauss claimed that his music was so 
descriptive that the listener could identify the 
heroine as beingred-haired. An exaggeration? 
His Death and Transfiguration describes 
musically the evocations of an idealist who 
relives life’s struggle on his deathbed. At the 
moment of death your spine will tingle to the 
soaring stringed drama ofhis journey to eternal 
life. When Strauss was mortally ill in 1949, he 
remarked wryly that it was “just as I composed 
it in Death and Transfiguration.” 


Musical picture 


Once, Chopin, very amused, was watching 
a little dog chasing its own tail. “Why don’t 


you compose something about that dog?” 


joked a friend. The composer turned at once 
to his piano and improvised the well-known 
Minute Waltz. Op.64. Now that you know the 
story behind it, listen to it. | think you will 
agree that no artist could hope to match 
Chopin’s musical picture of the puppy 
spinning, pausing, then spinning the other 
way in a vain effort to catch its own tail. 
There doesn’t have to be a reason for liking 


The glory of our 
native land. Many 
of the finest works 
of the greatest 
composers reflect 
the appreciation of 
natural beauty 
which is such a 
characteristic trait 
of European man. 


Right: Snow on 
the mountains 
above Loch Eck, 
Scotland 


a particular piece of music, but when you 
understand its meaning, you do get a great 
deal more pleasure from listening to it. Few 
love stories can match the pathos of Puccini’s 
La Boheme or Wagner’s Tristan and Isolde, 
but to enjoy the music fully, first read the 
stories behind them. No artist or writer could 
hope to describe the soaring lark over English 
meadows as well as Vaughan Williams in his 
The Lark Ascending. Get yourself a copy and 
you will see what I mean. 


Readily available 


Fortunately, introductory CDs sampling 
the works of many of the great composers are 
readily available in the shops at very reasonable 
prices. Your local library may well also run a 
lending service with a good selection of 
classical music. 

Your classical voyage will open up a 
thousand years of European genius. Together 
with your imagination, it will give you the gift 
of seeing, perhaps for the first time, a race- 
greatness that will offer sanctuary from 
decadence. 

It will also remind you that this generation 
faces the greatest responsibility of all. The 
Armageddon is already being fought. The 
battle for white survival will be won or lost 
during the next fifty years. This music, our 
music, your music, is just another expression 
of white achievement which is worth 
fighting for. 


“WHEN a 
young man has 
lost the 
spiritual 
inheritance of 
the culture in 
which he grew 
up and has not 
found a 
substitute in 
another 
spiritual bond, 
it is denied him 
to identify with 
anything or anybody; he is 
indeed a nothing and a nobody, 
as may Clearly be seen in the 
despairing emptiness of so 
many young faces today. 
Having lost the spiritual legacy 
he is truly disinherited.” 


Austrian ethologist and author, Konrad 
Lorenz. 


FN leader, Jean-Marie Le Pen 


THE squeals of anguish and fear from the 
liberal media over the Front National’s 
poll triumph in Vitrolles on 9th February 
were almost as enjoyable as the news of 
the victory itself. The Front’s candidate, 
Catherine Megret, had already shaken 
the powers that be by beating the sitting 
Socialist mayor, Jean-Jacques Anglade, 
in the first round of voting. The FNlead of 
10 per cent prompted the mainstream 
conservative Prime Minister, Alain Juppe, 
to tell his own candidate, who had come 


third with 16.3 per cent, to stand down..: 


Juppe made the unprecedented move of 
going on national radio to urge his own 
supporters to vote Socialist to defend “the 
values of the Republic.” 

The Megret team had based its campaign 
on well-justified attacks not only on the 
personal dishonesty of Anglade, but on the 
stench of corruption which surrounds the 
whole political establishment in France, using 
the slogan ‘La-Ripoux-blique’ — the rotten 
republic — to devastating effect. The old 
parties, the broadcasting media, France’s 
powerful Zionist lobby, a large and violent 
Marxist ‘anti-racist? movement, immigrant 
groups and the churches all joined in what 
The Guardian described as “a last-ditch 
assault against the National Front.” In spite 
of all this pressure, however, the ordinary 
folk of Vitrolles, a town of 40,000 near 
Marseilles, elected Catherine Megret with 
52.48 per cent of the vote. 

This latest electoral advance is all the more 
significant because it provides the Front 
with a springboard from which to launch its 
campaign for next year’s parliamentary 
elections. Inthe words of the victor’s husband, 
FN strategist Bruno Megret:- 


“Tonight in Vitrolles, the wall came 
down and the dam of the opposition burst. 
This victory opens the door on a political 
renaissance which will sweep France. What 
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NICK GRIFFIN says that a close 
study of the Front National tells us 
a great deal about what happens 


when the. 
wall comes 


happened in Vitrolles today will happen in the 

rest of France tomorrow.” 

The worried editor of the influential Le Monde 
newspaper had to agree:- 

“For democrats, Vitrolles is an historic 
defeat, for the Front National, an historic 
victory... The election of Catherine Megret 
shows that unemployment, badly managed 
immigration and candidates’ failings led more 
and more. voters to see the Front National as 
an acceptable solution.” 

Even the British media, from ITN’s Trevor 
MacDonald to the political commentators of the 
heavyweight press, were forced to admit that the 
win, in the teeth of the cross-party campaign of 
opposition was a remarkable feat. 

The Guardian described it as “a significant 
step in the Front’s calculated rise to legitimacy. 
It shows that its racist and far-right policies 


appeal to a wide group, taking in more than just . 


anti-establishment protest voters.” Noting that 
FN members now sit on 21 out of 22 regional 
councils, a leader in The Times admitted that:- 
“The march has been long, but France’s 
National Front is arriving at its destination: a 
solid presence on the lowerrungs of the nation’s 
political ladder.” 


Are we doing something wrong? 


But after the initial pleasure at watching ‘our’ 
mass media spokesmen squirm in politically 
correct discomfort while delivering the news, 
nationalists in Britain must inevitably turn back 
to consider the state of play in this country, 
where we face an election in which very few of 
our candidates stand a chance of getting even 
one-tenth of the votes cast for Madame Megret. 
What is the reason for this huge shortfall in our 
performance? How can we make good the 
deficit? What have they got that we haven’t got? 

There have even been some who argue that the 
difference in our results is an indication that, 
since the Front National is clearly doing things 
right, the BNP must be doing things wrong; that 
they have found a magic formula which we only 


down 


need copy to stride down the road to victory. 

Now, regular reviews of strategy and tactics 
in the light of successes, failures and the 
reaction of the enemy are as important in 
politics as they are in warfare. Open and 
constructive criticism plays an essential part 
in any healthy organisation, as must the 
discipline to offer it in internal discussion at 
the right time, in the regular lulls in any 
campaign, not publically in the middle of a 
major offensive. 

In any such critical appraisal, the study of 
the triumphs and disasters of other 
organisations in other times or other places is 
of immense importance. It is also a potential 
minefield, with deep differences which may 
make simplistic parallels misleading or 
dangerous, but which cannot be seen easily 
across the years or the miles. The advance of 
the Front National, for example, has been 
attributed to campaigning tactics involving 
the avoidance of confrontation, and door-to- 
door campaigning on local versions of national 
issues by canvassers in smart suits. 

There is no doubt that intensive work at 
local level and a determined effort to present 
a better image have played an important part 
in the rise of the FN, but to focus exclusively 
on these issues is to misunderstand the forces 
which create political change, and to 
underestimate the depths of the foundations 
which had to be constructed before the party’s 
climb to power became noticeable to the 
outside world. Jean-Marie Le Pen’s movement 
does indeed have a great deal to teach us — a 
lot more than wearing suits and knocking on 
doors, vital though such things certainly are. 


The first thing to grasp is that it has not been 
a short or easy journey. The Front National 
was founded in 1972, not as a whim or as yet 
another self-righteous grouping of petty chiefs 
and no Indians, but specifically to bring 
together the many splintered factions of the 
nationalist movement into a single 


organisation, in order to magnify their voices 
and to create the possibility of forging a 
movement which could eventually contend 
for power. The main motive force for the 
initiative came from the hardline Ordre 
Nouveau, which saw the need for a public 
campaigning body which could “get us out of 
the far-right ghetto.” Le Pen, a dynamic and 
colourful ex-paratrooper veteran of the 
campaign to keep Algeria French and of the 
brief electoral success of the Poujadist 
movement of small shopkeepers and artisans, 
was the ideal leader as, not being a member of 
Ordre Nouveau, he was well placed to build 
the new federation. 

The ambitiousness of the whole plan was 
soon made very clear. The following year, the 
FN was only able to pick up 2.3 per cent of the 
votes in the areas in which it stood. In 1974, a 
mere 0.74 per cent of the electorate voted for 
Le Pen’s first Presidential bid. This led to a 
serious debate as to whether the experiment 
was worth continuing at all. Many faint-hearts 
feltthat “elections are a waste oftime,” although 
none went so far as to write at length about the 
value of home jam-making in a purpose-built 
room (what’s wrong with the kitchen, anyway?) 
as a serious alternative strategy, as the leader 
of one of the anti-electioneering splinters of 
the old British NF did recently. Still, the early 
electoral poverty added to the tensions which 
led several key figures to depart and to found 
the rival Parti des Forces Nouvelles. 


Intellectual tradition 


Throughout the 1970s the two groups vied 
for dominance of the far-right, with many 
activists looking somewhat enviously at the 
situation in Britain, where the National Front 
was causing serious concern to the liberal 
establishment. A more significant longterm 
difference between the situation in the two 
countries, however, was the way in which 
France was developing its already longstanding 
anti-liberal intellectual tradition. By the late 
1970s the ‘New Right’ organisation GRECE 
was popularising its views and Eurocentric 
paganism not only with arange of sophisticated 
propaganda and seminars, but through the 
columns of Figaro-Magazine in conjunction 
with the daily newspaper Le Figaro. At the 
same time, a revival in traditional Catholicism 
was undermining support for the secular liberal 
state from a different religious angle. 

There is no doubt that the work of various 
groups in the battle ofideas played an important 
role in creating the climate of opinion in 
France today, where a sizeable and growing 
minority of educated and well placed people 
rejectthe shibboleths ofhuman equality. Those 
nationalists who bemoan the lack of recent 
electoral progress in Britain should consider 
the possibility that this regrettable situation is 
connected to this deficiency in the British 
tradition. 

If that is so, it would be helpful if some of the 
effort put into worrying about the possibility 
that Marxist violence at election meetings 


puts off voters was directed instead into 
spreading awareness of the very rich seam of 
anti-liberal thought which exists in Britain. 
We have philosophers like Anthony Ludovici, 
men of letters such as D.H. Lawrence and 
Henry Williamson, radical reformers such as 
Cobbett and Belloc, poets such as Eliot and 
Campbell. In more recent years, a whole army 
of sociobiologists, evolutionary psychologists 
and geneticists have been quietly burrowing 
into the rotten foundations of egalitarianism 

I hate to offend so many people in so few 
paragraphs, but there follow two hard facts: 

Hard fact No.1: The tendency of some of 
our people to over-emphasise the imported 
parts of our worldview, ideology and tradition 
is politically damaging. It makes it harder for 
us to win enough support (intellectual, moral 
and financial, as well as electoral) to take 
control of the ship of state. And even if we 
disagree about the means to do it, we all agree 
that this is the end. 

So, while we must learn from the past and 
gain inspiration where we find it, exhibitionistic 
displays of a parody of past greatness which 
weaken our chances of winning simply cannot 
be justified. The wearing of hearts on sleeves 
may be satisfying, but it isn’t politics and it 
won’t save our race from passing the point of 
no return within a lifetime. Neither will the 
intellectual version of this selfish posturing, 
which takes the necessary virtue of ideological 
development to the juvenile extreme of 
sectarian division over differences which are 
incomprehensible to the man in the street. 

Hard fact No. 2: This tendency occurs 
repeatedly as a natural reaction to the sick 
propaganda of the controlled media in every 
new generation of activists. So too does the 
tendency to write these people off with self- 
righteous condemnations of ‘cultism’.Yet 
young idealists need intellectual role models 
and points of reference. Those who do not like 
the ones chosen at present would make far 
more headway in changing things for the better 
if they did less negative moaning about “using 
long dead invocations and rituals” and instead 
took positive steps to direct that energy into 
creating a coherent, idealistic, mainly home- 
grown critique of the multi-headed hydra of 
liberalism. It won’t change things overnight, 
but it will pay dividends in the long run. 

That, after all, is what has been done in 
France. From its very beginnings, the Front 
National has included both former Resistants 
such as Le Pen, and men who were lucky to 
escape being shot as collaborators in the post- 


“The wearing of hearts on 
Sleeves may be satisfying, 
but it isn’t politics and it 
won’t save our race from 

passing the point of no 
return within a lifetime.” 


Analysis 


‘Liberation’ massacres. The heroic sacrifice 
of the men of the Charlemagne Division is not 
denied, but neither is it pushed in the face of 
the millions of French voters who seek hope 
for the future, not solace in the past. 

Within the FN, several different political 
and intellectual tendencies work side-by-side. 
No doubt, behind closed doors, their adherents 
jockey for influence and position, but all have 
seen the necessity to agree to work together to 
build something which is much bigger than the 
sum of the individual parts. Political and 
ideological positions are argued , but once Le 
Pen has laid down the party line, the choice is 
simple: obey or get out! The FN’s success 
owes far more to this organisational discipline 
than to spin-doctors working on its image. 


Suits and boots 


There is no doubt that the Front has benefited 
greatly from putting forward smartly dressed, 
articulate candidates, this is simply common- 
sense. But it is equally a fact that the party’s 
service d’ordre — the young men who stop 
those polite and reasonable spokesmen from 
getting their heads kicked in by Marxist and 
Zionist thugs — still favour black lace-up . 
boots, black flight jackets and short haircuts. 
The fact that they can usually keep a low 
profile in minibuses down a nearby side street 
isnotso much amatter of policy but areflection 
of the fact that past clashes have taught the 
opposition that it is healthier not to interfere 
with FN meetings. It is certainly true that our 
own ‘lads in boots’, are nothing like as 
disciplined as the service d’ordre, but they are 
none the less necessary. Ifa lack of discipline 
sometimes causes problems, the solution is to 
provide it, not to tell them to go away. Again, 
there is no point in looking to apportion blame 
for the enormous difference in the situation 25 
miles from Dover — the French don’thave the 
Public Order Act. 

Still on the subject of impolite behaviour, 
those who claim that the successses of ‘Euro- 
nationalism’ are based ona policy of avoiding 
confrontation at all costs, including the 
‘provocative’ holding of election meetings 
should ponder this quote from the highly 
informative The National Front and French 
Politics by Jonathan Marcus:- 

“Le Pen embarked upon a strident 
campaign warning that Europe was in danger 

of falling under either Soviet or Third World 

domination. His meetings were accompanied 

by a considerable degree of violence — 

Front supporters frequently clashing with 

left-wing demonstrators.” 

Significantly, this does not relate to the lean 
early days of the 1970s, but to the June 1984 
Euro-election, in which the FN took 11 per 
cent of the vote and won ten seats. Nor has 
there been a change of tactics more recently. 
Nearly ten years further into his tale, Marcus 
tells us that:- 

“The campaign for the 1992 Regional 
elections became ever more hysterical, and 
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Cont. from page 15 
violence by left-wing demonstrators at FN 
meetings more frequent.” 

Apart from the impact of steadily worsening 
problems of immigration, unemployment, 
globalisation and corruption, the most 
important factor in the FN ’s decade ofadvance 
wasn’t a change of image, but the simple fact 
that several key elections, including the Euro 
ones and the legislative elections of March 
1986, were run ona PR basis. This, as Marcus 
explains succinctly “enabled the NF to liberate 
itself from the tyranny of the vote utile.” By 
the time the French establishment realised its 
mistake and returned to-their version of first 
past the post, it was too late. The Front had 
already gained sufficient credibility to continue 
its jerky ‘three steps forward, two steps back’ 
electoral progress. 


Obstacle 


There is no doubt that, on this side of the 
water too, the tyranny of the ‘wasted vote’ 
syndrome is a major obstacle to the BNP, but 
it has been overcome in Tower Hamlets and 
Newham, and all the signs are that it can be 
overcome again. In the meantime, we should 
avoid inaccurate comparisons with the PR- 
fuelled advance of the maturing FN with the 
slower progress of the much younger BNP, 
which has to come first to come anywhere. 

_ The reaction of the Front National’s 
strategists to the return to a ‘winner takes all’ 
system is also of interest in the light of recent 
suggestions that it is a mistake to base, in part, 
our organisational plans on the theory that a 
decisive section of the population will turn to 
us suddenly at a point of economic, social and 
racial crisis. In 1993, with the party’s vote 
seeming to be stuck at a plateau of about 10 per 
cent, Bruno Megret suggested that steady 
electoral progress may not be the road to 
power. His alternative was what he termed a 
phenomene de rupture — a political crisis 

‘leading to a sudden shift in the popular vote. 
Le Pen too drew heart from the immense 
impact of something as simple as the 
Headscarves Affair, when publicity over the 
wearing of Islamic headscarves by Arab 
schoolgirls gave Marie-France Stirbois her 
spectacular parliamentary by-election victory 
in Dreux in November 1989. The dramatic 
effect of such a minor controversy convinces 
the FN leader that:- 

“There is a possibility that if a serious 


Extremists harden stance after bloodiest Ramadan 


Shattered Algeria 
slides to ‘total war’ 


event happens — if a million Algerian 

refugees arrived in France for example — it 

could sweep away the electoral barriers that 
have been raised against us.” 

Of course, the public will not turn to an 
organisation at such a moment unless it has 
already been built, and unless it addresses real 
issues in ways with which large numbers of 
ordinary voters can identify. But such long- 
term construction work goes best when all 
concerned join in and get on and help to build 
the organisation, rather than worrying too 
much about whether the headlines needed to 
bring in the vital trickle of new members may 
put off a frankly inconsequential number of 
voters in an electoral contest which we are not 
going to win anyway. 

Provided this work is done, there is every 
reason to believe that, even if we do not get 
some form of proportional representation at 
some stage in the future, the phenomene de 
rupture is not “a fantasy born of desperation 
and failure,” but a perfectly reasonable 
deduction from past experience. 

It is not just a matter of the Headscarves 
Affair in France. The spectacular British 
nationalist vote in the municipal elections of 
1976 owed very little to in-depth 
electioneering. The campaign in Leicester, for 
example, where the NF came within 60 votes 
of unseating the Labour mayoress, was based 
on the delivery of just one simple, cheaply- 
produced leaflet. Unfortunately, the manpower 
for canvassing simply wasn’t there, or at least 
it wasn’t trained. If it had been, seats would 
have fallen and history might have been very 
different. But what was there was a story about 
Ugandan Asians living in four- star hotels at 
the taxpayers’ expense on the front page of the 
Sun on polling day. Result? 119,000 votes in 
London alone— alittle phenomene de rupture 
all of our own. 

Nor are the parallels between Britain and 
France all in the past. For us, the most 
interesting one is still inthe future. From 1990, 
the Socialist Jean-Christophe Cambadelis 
organised Le Manifest Contre Le Front 
National. This grouping was bitterly critical 
of SOS-Racisme — France’s version of the 
Anti-Nazi League which, like our own ANL, 
has specialised in carnivals, appeals to ethnic 
minorities and big one-off demonstrations 
hyped-up by the mass media. Trying to analyse 


Daily headlines warn of the gathering crisis in Algeria. This could easily create a 
phenomene de rupture which would bring the FN to power 
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where the anti-racist movement had gone 

wrong, Cambadelis talks of the Socialists’ 

‘strategic error’ — the policy of austerity 

which their government tried to impose:- 

“From then on we were not able to 

resolve the problems which would help us to 
continue to organise the social groups that 
we were supposed to represent. We let them 
go. That was the real error.” 

What do we have in Britain just a few years 
later? A Labour party which has dropped beer, 
cloth caps and cash from union political levies 
and opted for claret, Amani suits and millions 
from political Levys. Blair is openly signalling 
his internationalist masters’ plans to screw the 
white working class even before he gets to 
power. 

So although there are many differences which 
make simplistic comparisons misleading — 
not least the facts that the officiai French 
jobless rate for the under-25s has now reached 
30 per cent and that Moslem extremists keep 
planting bombs on the Metro — there are also 
many similarities between the long-term 


. potential for racial nationalism in France and 


Britain. This makes it unavoidable that, in 
many areas, our organisation and tactics will 
increasingly mirror those of the FN. 


Professional and flexible 


We will have to be better dressed and 
presented. We will have to be more 
professional. We will have to be flexible and 
to learn new tactics. We will have to sink roots 
in the decaying white-enclaves of the inner 
Cities at the same time as reaching out to the 
suburbs and the shires. We will have to risk 
offending the sensibilities of bourgeois voters 
by standing up for justice for the working man 
and by cracking the heads of those who would 
break up our meetings. 

And we will have to think and organise for 
the long haul. In 1993, Bruno Megret had this 
to say:- 

“The FN is a very modern political 
movement. It is still under construction. You 
can’t put down the roots of an entirely new 
political formation in just a few years; 
certainly not in ten years. It is something that 
can’tjust improvise itself, it isan organisation 
which has not yet reached its full maturity.” 

In 1995, Jonathan Marcus could conclude 
his study ofthe then 22-year old Front National 
by saying of the crucial period between 1983- 
1993 that:- 

“In the space of ten years it had 
established a highly professional machine 
and had put down local roots. Ithad developed 
a loyal following and, despite fluctuations, it 
had achieved a fairly consistent level of 
support. However, the mechanics of the 
electoral system have prevented it from 
capitalising on its position.” 

After Vitrolles, at last, that situation seems 
to be changing. Our equivalent break- 
through is still a very long way off, but it’s 
out there somewhere. It will bea long, hard 
road, but we too can get to Vitrolles. 


Cultus 2 


Literary greatness under siege 


Australian author NIGEL JACKSON 
examines recent criticism of T. S. Eliot 


T. S. Eliot 
— the dominant man 
of letters of our age 


THE distinguished and eloquent American 
conservative writer Russell Kirk devoted a 
section of his 1969 book Enemies of the 
Permanent Things (Arlington House, New 
York) to T. S. Eliotand wrote of him as 
follows:- 

“In every age, the dominant man of letters 
has been a champion of normality, with only 
here and there a national or temporary 
exception. Frequently he has swum against 
the strong intellectual and social currents of 
his time.... 

“In the twentieth century, T. S. Eliot 
became the principal poet and critic of this 
ethical continuity. Like Samuel Johnson in 
the eighteenth century, Eliot held incontempt 
the climate of ‘progressive’ opinion in which 
he found himself. He was as much amused 
as vexed at those intellectuals who mistook 
Eliot’s analysis of the modern temper for 
assent to the modern temper, with its 
weariness and futility..... 

“He had sworn fealty to what he called 
‘the permanent things’, and he understood 
that these permanent things were the creations 
of an intention and a wisdom more than 
natural, more than private, more than 
human.” 

Two years later, Kirk published a 450-page 
full-length study, entitled Eliot and his Age 
(Random House, New York) in which he 
expanded his thesis of the central importance 


Part One of a review of T. S. Eliot, Anti- 


Semitism, and Literary Form by Anthony 
Julius (Cambridge University Press, 1995) 


of Eliot to British, American and European 
culture. Eliot, he wrote, “aspired to represent 
in his day the power of moral imagination 
possessed by his Mantuan and florentine 
exemplars. He was an ethical poet, bent upon 
redeeming the time.... the principal champion 
of the moral imagination in the twentieth 
century.” 

In November, 1928, Eliot had written in 
his preface to a book of essays, For Lancelot 
Andrewes, that he was aclassicist in literature, 
a royalist in politics, and an Anglo-Catholic 
in religion. In 1944, in his essay ‘What is a 
Classic?’ he hd affirmed that “maturity of 
mind” needs “history, and the consciousness 
of history” and added:- 

“Consciousness of history cannot be 
fully awake except where there is other 
history than the history of the poet’s own 
people: we need this in order to see our own 
place inhistory. There must be the knowledge 
of the history of at least one other highly 
civilised people, and of a people whose 
civilisation is sufficiently cognate to have 
influenced and entered into our own.” 

Then, in 1951, in another essay, “Virgil 
and the Christian World’ (also published in 
On Poetry and Poets (Faber, London, 1957) 
Eliot wrote an important gloss on the Latin 
word pietas:- 

“It implies an attitude towards the 
individual, towards the family, towards 
religion, and towards the imperial destiny 
of Rome. And finally, Aeneas is ‘pious’ 
also in his respect towards the gods, and in 
his punctilious observance of rites and 
offerings. It is an attitude towards all these 
things, and therefore implies a unity and an 
order among them: it is in fact an attitude 
towards life.” 

Eliot was an American expatriate, who 
came to identify profoundly with England, 
the land from which his Somerset forebears 
had journeyed to the New World, the heartland 
of the English language and the British people. 
In ‘Little Gidding’, the last of the poems 
collected as Four Quartets (Faber, London, 
1944) and Eliot’s crowning achievement in 
verse, we can read these moving tributes to 
his ancestral land and folk: 


There are other places 
Which also are the world’s end, some at the 
sea Jaws, 


Or over a dark lake, in a desert or a city — 
But this is the nearest, in place and time, 
Now and in England. 


Here, the intersection of the timeless moment 
Is England and nowhere. Never and always. 


The moment of the rose and the moment of the 
yew-tree . 

Are of equal duration. A people without 
history 

Is not redeemed from time, for history is a 
pattern 
Of timeless moments. So, while the light fails 
Ona winter’s afternoon, ina secluded chapel 
History is now and England. 


Eliot was one of a number of great intellects 
who defended European tradition in the 
twentieth century. It can well be argued that 
W. B. Yeats was an even greater poet. 
However, no other writer emerged as such a 
brilliant and determined defender of the British 
people and their culture based in the English 
language. Thus, any significant attack on 
Eliot is, like attacks on the British monarchy, 
an attack upon the heart of the British 
themselves, and must therefore be treated 
with the utmost seriousness by Britons resolved 
to defend their people and patrimony. | 


Cultural war 


The prime significance of this much- 
publicised book by Julius — who was also the 
principal lawyer acting for Princess Diana in 
her recent divorce settlement — is that it is an 
assault on a major British icon by a would-be 
spokesman of contemporary Jewry. It is not 
just another critical study of a major writer, 
but'a significant blow in a cultural war. The 
author does everything he can to convict 
Eliot, the poet and prose writer, of ‘anti- 
Semitism’, an offence repeatedly described 
by Julius in the most intense of terms. 

Russel Kirk dealt with the accusation that 
Eliot was an anti-Semite on pages 210-211 of 
Eliot and his Age. His most important defence 
reads as follows:- 

“‘Bleistein with a Cigar’ and other 
unattractive characters with Jewish names, 
here and there in Eliot’s poems, do suggest 
some prejudice against Jews - or rather, 
against ‘free-thinking Jews’, secularised and 
adrift between two worlds. (One thinks of 
Samuel Johnson’s observation that when a 
Catholic falls away, he falls into nothing; so 
Eliot looked upon the Jew who had forsaken 


Cont. overleaf 
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Euvdtuse 


Cont. from page 17 


Moses, but who had not forgotten the Golden 
Calf.) These allusions in the poems, 
nevertheless, employ the Jew as a symbol of 

a crass commercialism: a convention of 

English literature from Marlowe to 

Dickens.” 

There is common sense and magnanimity 
in this appraisal, but defenders of Eliot can no 
longer totally rely on it after the comprehensive 
and subtle case mounted by Julius, who 
employs a great variety of well-marshalled 
arguments and evidence, and partly relying 
on information that came to light after Kirk’s 
book was written. Nevertheless, Kirk went to 
the essence of the matter. 

Julius provides a careful summary of what 
he regards as Eliot’s anti-Semitic literary 
work, as follows: 

* ‘“Gerontion’; ‘Burbank with a Baedeker: 
Bleistein with a Cigar’; ‘Sweeney Among the 
Nightingales’, and ‘A Cooking Egg’ from Ara 
Vos Prec (1920). 

* A deleted poem (‘Dirge’ and some other 
lines from the pre-Ezra Pound version of The 
Waste Land. 

* “Sweeney Agonistes’ 

* The notorious passage in After Strange 
Gods that refers to ‘free-thinking Jews’. 

* A theme in The Idea of a Christian Society. 
* Footnotes and a preface in various editions 
of Notes Towards the Definition of Culture. 
* A review of Freud’s The Future of an 
Illusion and some remarks on psychoanalysis. 
* A review of, and passing references to, 
Julien Benda. 

* Certain remarks concerning Spinoza. 

* A review of a book on Nazi persecution of 
Jews published by Eliot in The Criterion 
_ magazine and probably, though not certainly, 
written by him. 

* A reference to Isaac Rosenberg. 

* Anarticle on Vichy persecution of the Jews. 
* Other miscellaneous scraps. 

This list gives a good idea of the 
thoroughness with which Julius approached 
his taks; and it must be added that he 
consistently expounds comples discourse with 
lucidity, composing a beautifully ordered 
thesis, and often casting most interesting light 
on issues and aspects connected with art, 
literature, culture and Eliot’s career. 


Eccentric 


Julius’ book makes a contribution of 
permanent value to Eliot studies, but it is also 
much more eccentric than (it seems) its 
author realises, being something of a curiosity 
of criticism. More importantly, I will argue, 
it fails in its main purpose and is more notable 
as an indicator of something badly wrong 
within contemporary Jewry than as an 
indictment of a great poet. 

T. S. Eliot, Anti-Semitism, and Literary 
Form fails for the following reasons: 1) The 
author never satisfactorily defines the key 
term of ‘anti-Semitism’, so that it constantly 
tends to shift its meaning and the severity of 
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its censure, as well as the ambit of its 
reference, without this being adequately 
articulated and argued; 2) The author, as 
Bernard Bergonzi commented in the 4th July, 
1996, edition of the London Review of Books, 
frequently overstates his case. At times the 
amount he reads into a word or phrase or line 
Or passage is excessive to the point of 


- grotesque; 3) The author — and this is all too 


typical of contempoary Jewish polemicists - 
fundamentally fails to examine and assess the 
failures of the Jewish people, their limitations 
as well as their acheivements, and their own 
part in bringing about not hundreds, but 
thousands, of years of hostility from other 
peoples. Julius effortlessly compiles a 
horrifying encyclopaedia of slanders, lies and 
half-truths wrongfully used against Jews, but 
appears oblivious of the fact that another 
horrifying collection of infamies that have 
been committed by some Jews could be 
assembled just as easily. 


Wrong on both sides 


There very definitely is ‘a Jewish question’, 
and it can never be satisfactorily tackled 
without emphatic admission that there has 
been grave wrong on both sides. The 
‘adversarial’ (his word) approach of Julius is 
unfortunate; for, since both parties in this 
matter can be described as having become 
inflamed over the centuries, a compassionate 
and peaceable attitude is essential to the 
gradual allaying of tensions in both camps. 

On the other hand, it would be untruthful to 
claim that none of the blows by Julius strike 
home. Rather than trying to fix so injurious a 
label so firmly on his subject, Julius would 
have been wise to restrict himself to the thesis 
that, on a number of occasions, Eliot was 
thoughtless and/or unfair in his references to 
Jews, and that this is to be regretted. In 
passing, Julius also effectively shows that 
there are unpleasant traces of misogyny and 
sado-masochism in Eliot’s writings. 
Imperfections, indeed, but not such as to 


- dislodge the icon. (The former failing has also 


been detected and bitterly criticised in 
Judaism, by Jewish feminists — Ed.) 

“One can isolate for analysis a number of 
distinct, overlapping discourses about Jews. 
Among this number is anti-Semitism, of 
which there are several versions” (p.10). The 
first of these sentences is vitally important, 
but is never developed or explained by Julius. 
Thus, his book never satisfactorily 
distinguishes between fair, true and informed 
criticism of Jews, ‘the Jews’, individual 
Jews, Jewish groups, Judaism and Jewish 
affairs, on the one hand, and what the author 
goes on to describe as anti-Semitism, in the 
following extensive statement:- 


“Anti-Semitism has a delimitable 
existence, notwithstanding its internal 
contradictions and blurred margins; that it is 
incoherent, and in certain instances shades 
into discourses less unequivocally hostile to 
Jews, merely reflects its unstable position 


within the generality of these discourses. 
Indifferent to circumstance and unamenable 
to refutation, it is constituted by instances of 
characterisation and denial. So, typically, 
‘Jews’ are said to be heretic, parasitic, 
subversive, and therefore, it is then said., 
they may not live as we do, or live with us, 
or live at all. Though such imaginary 
constructs are not to be confused with real 
Jews, they are ‘the object of a 
dismissal....with which Jews....are afflicted 
in reality.’ Anti-Semitism thus ends in 
persecution; it is a discourse that intends to 

harm.” (p.10). 

Jews and/or ‘the Jews’ constitute a distinct 
people, even though exact definition of that 
people may be difficult, and even though 
there are, of course, sub-groups within the 
people. Like any healthy people, they pursue 
what they conceive to be their best interests 
and, inevitably, this will at times lead to a 
conflict of interests with other peoples or with 
sub-groups of those peoples. Thus “hostility 
to Jews and/or ‘the Jews’” by, let us say, a 
Briton, or a British group, or even the British 
people as a whole, is not automatically 
wrongful or wicked — a vital point which 
Julius’ exposition entirely overlooks. The 
poetry and prose of eliot which he analyses is 
certainly hostile to Jews seen (as Kirk insists) 
as symbols of ‘crass commercialism’ and 
‘worshippers of the Golden Calf’; but it does 
not follow, thereby, that Eliot has engaged in 
injurious speech against Jews in general. If, 
on the other hand, commercial rapacity by 
some Jews has done great damage to the 
fabric of British society, then Eliot is 
completely justified in expressing hostility to _ 
that aspect of the Jewish people, in defence of 
his own people. Julius never takes seriously 
such charges against his own kind; he brushes 
them off, as on page 13, when he refers to 
“certain anti-Semitic fantasies, such as the 
menace of an international Jewish 
conspiracy,” and on page 17, where he 
dismisses “those fantasies of Jewish 
commercial power that excite more 
conventional anti-Semites.” 


Justice 


There is a whole literature which Jewish 
polemicists need to take seriously if they are 
to do justice to the issue of Jewish-Gentile 
relations in their entirety. This includes The 
Controversy of Zion by Douglas Reed; The 
Zionist Factor by Ivor Benson; the many 
books and essays by the founder of Social 
Credit, Major Clifford Douglas; Which Way 
Western Man? by William Gayley Simpson; 
The Dispossessed Majority by Wilmot 
Robertson, and The Zionist Connection I] and 
Jewish History, Jewish Religion, both by 
Jewish authors, Alfred Lilienthal and Israel 
Shahak respectively. These and many other 
important texts are generally stigmatised as 
‘anti-Semitic’ and not allowed adequate 
circulation through the usual public channels 
for the sale and circulation of books. Yet 
these ate not anti-Semitic works in the sense 


described by Julius. They advance serious 
criticisms against Jewish political influence 
in the modern world ina decent and intelligent 
manner, and they remain unanswered — 
swept under the carpet as part of the same 
worldwide campaign which also seeks to 
sweep out of sight the historical revisionists 
who, in varying ways, have disagreed with 
the received version of the ‘Holocaust’ and 
the history of World War II. 


Alienated 


Likewise, in certain contexts, some Jews 
may well be “heretic, parasitic, subversive.” 
The above-mentioned literature argues a 
strong case that a significant number of Jews 
in recent centuries, having become alienated 
from their own sacred tradition and thus from 
religion in general, and having gained 
enormous financial power through the pursuit 
of usury and mutual support, have indeed 
profited at the expense of the other peoples 
among whom they have lived, and have 
practised the subversion of those peoples’ 
nationhood and traditions for their own 
advantage. The body of this literature cannot 
validly be dismissed as ‘imaginary constructs’. 
Inseeking to do so, Julius exhibits the blindness 
of an ethnocentric fanaticism — to put the 
kindest interpretation on his omissions. 

Julius continues his preliminary description 
of anti-Semitism as follows:- 

“(It) is charged from the start with bad 
faith and irrationality. Anti-Semitism 
precedes the facts from which it is supposed 
to derive; no external factor can induce anti- 
Semitism in the anti-Semite. It is thus as a 
choice and not as a fate that anti-Semitism 
presents itself. One may have reason to hate 
or fear a particular Jew; hating or fearing 
‘the Jews’ is altogether dislocated from 
reason. It is a free and total choice of 
oneself.” (p.10). 

Julius is typical of Jewish polemicists in 
first defining anti-Semitism as just such a 
mixture of ‘bad faith and irrationality’ and 
then proceeding to indict justifiable criticism 
of Jews under that head. And it should be 
noted that this very gifted advocate presents 
an obvious false pair of alternatives, as might 
any ordinary confidence trickster. For there 
is not just a choice between ‘a particular Jew’ 
and ‘the Jews’. In between the two terms are 
Jewish sub-groups, including a number of 
immensely powerful Jewish banking interests 
and families — of whom the Rothschilds are 
only the most widely known. Other 
individuals, groups and peoples may well 
have good reason to fear, and even hate, such 
sub-groups in certain contexts. 

At various points in the book, Julius 
describes anti-Semitism as ‘an esperanto of 
hate’, ‘a social prejudice’, ‘a sickness’, ‘both 
wicked and false’, ‘mired in ugliness and 
loathing’, ‘the great simplifier’, the 


Eliot was a staunch defender of European 
tradition. Right, St. Paul’s Cathedral, 
swamped by modernist ugliness 


———_— 


‘uglification of Jews’, the humiliation of 
Jews, and the wish to crush or erase Jews. 
What an awful mantle this author seeks to 
lay upon Eliot! “Anti-Semitism likewise is a 
hatred, fear or contempt of Jews deriving 
from an adverse and false conception of them 
as a people.” It “derives from corrupt 
imaginations that neglect truth; itis a ‘passion’ . 
It lives in fiction; itis... a “portrait-accusation’ . 
It comprises a parcel of descriptions of ‘Jews’ 
that are adverse and hostile, but also incoherent 
and contradictory. The descriptions of ‘Jews’ 
in Eliot’s Symbolist poetry are pulled out of 
that parcel.” “Anti-Semitism blurs the 
distinction between the real world and an 
imaginary one. It too, when covert, may be 
vague and suggestive... anti-Semitism also 
posits arrangements that do not correspond to 
any that obtain in the real world... anti- 
Semitism is a degenerate fiction, a myth.... It 
is a way of imagining Jews, a pernicious, 
elaborate fiction.” “Anti-Semitism is 
constituted by its multiple misrepresentations 
of Jewish history, Judaism, and Jews; 
collectively the object of its animus. It preys 
upon Jewish history, taking its themes to 
pervert them. These themes are homelessness, 


C uilt ure 


social solidarity, and aspects of intellectual 
freedom and material prosperity. Each is 
given a twist by anti-Semitism. The calamity 
of exile is substituted by the stigma of 
rootlessness, the virtue of communal self- 
help becomes the monster of international 
conspiracy, dissent is treated as subversion, 
and the wealth of a few is expanded into the 
parasitic affluence or indulgence of all.” 

By such relentless repetitions, Julius perhaps 
seeks to hypnotise or condition the unwary 
reader; but the whole barrage of expletives 
dissolves into smoke the minute it is realised 
that Julius has never in his text established 
what is, or is not, “an adverse and false 
conception” of the Jews ‘as a people’; has 
never, by argument or evidence, established 
the difference between ‘truth’ and ‘fiction’ in 
this context; has never defined the boundaries 
between ‘the true world’ and ‘an imaginary 
one’, and has never deliniated clearly the 
difference between ‘misrepresentation of 
Jewish history’ and truthful representations 
thereof. Thus his sense of having a basis 
from which to condemn Eliot is illusory 
and his whole intellectual adventure falls 
to the ground. 
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‘conservationists’ | 


RICHARD MOLESWORTH tells of his brush with ‘Green’ extinctionists 


ANYONE suffering from a life-threatening 
disease normally wants, both consciously 
and sub-consciously, to recover. He will do 
all he can to ensure that he does, and his 
immune system also goes to work to try to 
defeat the disease. That is normal. 

If he does not want to recover, and does 
nothing to get well, if his immune system fails 
to work, and if, on top of that, he believes that 
it is wicked to want to live, that is not normal. 
He is doubly sick because he is wilfully going 
against what is natural. We are given life and 
we are intended to conserve and reproduce it. 

Equally naturally, the same thing also 
holds good collectively, for a group, whether 
a tribe, race or nation. If a group is threatened 
with extinction, the healthy attitude for its 
members is to want to overcome the threat 
and ensure their group’s survival, not least 
because any threat to the group poses a threat 
to the survival of the individuals who comprise 
it. 
Any members of the group who do not want 
their group to survive, or who do not care 
whether it does or not, are similarly in an 
unsound state of mind. This is especially true 
if they persistently preach that those who 
strive for group survival are ‘racists’ or 
‘fascists’, in the vitriolic sense usually implied. 
It would perhaps not be putting the case too 
strongly to describe such people — the 
“extinctionists’ — as ‘perverts’, in the ethnic 
sense. They are as perverted as mass 
murderers. 

The instinctive understanding of the 
compelling importance of striving to ensure 
the survival of one’s own group is certainly 


nothing new. It has been taken for granted as 
normal by every species since the start of life 
on earth. It is still acknowledged without 
question by every race except the white race. 
What most certainly is new, comparatively 
speaking, is the liberal concept that there is 
something obscenely immoral about 
acknowledging the compelling need to ensure 
the survival of one’s own race — our race.. 


Threat of extinction 


At the present time the white race, not least 
the Anglo-Saxon/Celtic branch of it, is very 
definitely threatened with extinction, partly 
by the fact that our birthrate has declined 
catastrophically below replacement level, but 
also because of interbreeding with other — 
much more numerous — races, which is 
taking place thanks to alien immigration. 

What makes matters a lot worse than they 
might have been is that the individuals of our 
ethnic group who currently hold political 
power are extinctionists almost to a man. 
They are deliberately accelerating the decline, 
while condeming as ‘racist’ anyone who 
dares even to suggest that we have a right to 
strive for our racial survival. 

What motivates this will to self-destruction 
is a matter of conjecture, but it is at least 
feasible that there is an element of bribery by 
hostile alien races. What is certain is that it is 
they, the extinctionists, and not we 
survivalists, who are the unhealthy faction in 
society. They are the enemies of our race and 
should be recognised, and treated, as such. 

Because the extinctionists hold political 
power, they are well placed to brainwash — 
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‘Save the 
whales’ but 
wipe out the 

whites! 


Left: Whale off the coast of Iceland. 

Right: This Roman sculpture is 2,000 

years old, but the face lives on. For 
how much longer? 


and are indeed engaged in the systematic 
brainwashing — of the public at large. Their 
aim, apart from concealing the final terrible 
destination of the road down which they are 
herding our people, is to persuade the public 
that we survivalists are quite beyond the pale, 
and must be slienced — the usual ploy of 
those who know that they are wrong. 

Make no mistake about it, the extinctionists 
are conducting a programme of genocide 
against the white race, and although genocide 
is officially outlawed by the United Nations, 
the extinctionists are the most devoted 
supporters of the U.N. The explanation for 
this apparent inconsistency is that the genocide 
which the U.N. opposes is not the genocide 
of the white race. Oh dear me, no! Any race 
but the white race. 

If the Eskimos, the Tutsis, the Aborigines 
or the Jews are in danger of extinction, the 
whole world must be mobilised energetically 
to rescue them. But if you want to rescue the 
race that produced Plato, de Vinci, 
Shakespeare, Wagner and the moon landings 
from extinction, you are an ‘evil racist’! 
Surely any white person who has this pointed 
out to them will see that we are being conned, 
and led like lambs to the slaughter. 

This calls to mind an experience I had in 
about 1967. I read a letter in The Observer 
froma Dr. McEwan, proposing the formation 
of a Conservation Society, and inviting 
interested readers to write to him. I was one 
of those who did and, as a consequence, I was 
granted automatic membership of the new 
society — in part, at least, the forerunner of 
today’s Greens. 


The inaugural meeting in London was 
attended by about seventy of us, the vast 
majority apparently the left-wing products of 
British universities. Various speakers 
addressed the meeting, dealing with the 
disastrous threat to the survival of African 


fauna, and to all manner of animal and plant . 


life throughout the world. To be fair, they 
obviously knew their subjects and made their 
points well, but there was not a hint of 
recognition in what was said about the threat 
to survival of the white race; strange — 
considering that, as far as could be seen, all 
those present were white. 

After the speeches a vote was taken as to 
whether the society was to become political 
(no mention as to what kind of politics). The 
‘yes’ vote was virtually unanimous. 


Dissent 


It was clear that it was not the intention of 
the organisers to allow any spontaneous 
comment, questions or resolutions from the 
floor, but nevertheless forced an opportunity 
to put forward my own resolution, thus: “... 
that the Conservation Society concern itself 
with the survival of our race and others.” 
How could that possibly give offence? 

Yet it was as if I had proposed the outlawing 
of Allah at a meeting of Moslems, such was 
the shock I had created. One woman even 
shrieked: “We don’t want any fascists here!” 

Another venerable intellectual volunteered 
to say his piece on behalf of the rest, stating 
three reasons why I had committed the 
unforgivable sin: “(1) The extinction of the 
white race is inevitable. (2) It does not matter 
if the white race becomes extinct. (3) It is 
fascist to try to ensure the survival of the 
white race.” Some ‘conservationist’! 

A few days later, I received notification by 
post that I had been expelled for the crime of 
suggesting that a society dedicated to 
conservation should have a policy of 
conserving the different races of mankind, 
including our own. 

The three ‘reasons’ given why my suggestion 
was unacceptable represent a classic example 
of the warped thinking of the liberal-left, so 
it is useful to demonstrate the absurdity of 
each point in turn:- 

(1) “Inevitability. ” 

The speaker put forward the idea that it is 
‘inevitable’ that the white race will become 
extinct, and that it is therefore heresy even to 
talk about trying to avoid that catastrophe. 
Do you follow the logic? For my own part, I 
frankly do not, but the idea was upheld by all 
the seventy or so ‘ conservationists’ at the 
meeting, in stark contrast to their intention to 
go to enormous lengths to ensure the survival 
of everything else living. 

I wonder if the ludicrous nature of such an 
argument might have penetrated the grey 
matter of even these worthies had it been put 
to them in slightly different form: “The whale 
is doomed to extinction, therefore any member 
of the Conservation Society who proposes 


action to conserve the whale should be expelled 
from the Society in disgrace.” 

The use of the idea of ‘inevitability’ is a 
characteristic ploy of liberals and Marxists. If 
you want something to happen, which others 
do not want to happen, you keep telling them 
that what you want is ‘inevitable’, the idea 
being that they will give up trying to prevent 
it, assuming it to be a waste of time. Thus you 
have a free hand to pursue your objective 
unopposed and, hey presto! — it becomes 
inevitable. 

Those so-called ‘conservationists’ were 
thus exposed as the most bare-faced frauds. 
Far from being conservationists, they were 
extinctionists, pure and simple. My motion 
was heresy to them not because I had suggested 
a supposedly too ambitious objective, as their 
spokesman had claimed, but because the 
extinction of the white race is precisely what 
they — or at least their influential mentors/ 
manipulators behind the scenes — intend 
shall come about. Furthermore, that is the 
desire of all who have followed in their 
footsteps. 

(2) “It doesn’t matter” 

This beggars belief! What kind of 


Conservation Society is it that thinks ‘it 


doesn’t matter’ if the race to which its members 
belong becomes extinct? 

A further factor, underlined by the absence 
of blacks, browns and yellows at the meeting, 
shows that their attitude represents a total 
contradiction of their ostensible objectives. If 
the white race becomes extinct, is there any 
realistic prospect that any movement would 
remain in existence that was truly committed 
to the conservation of animal and plant life? 
Reading the horrible adverts placed in our 
newspapers about widespread Asian practices 
such as live bears having their paws hacked 
off to make soup, or tightly-bound tigers 
having their throats slit to provide invigorating 
blood for sale to wealthy businessmen and 
drug barons, I think not! 

(3) “Conservation of the white race is 
‘fascism’. ” 

In a Society ostensibly devoted to the 
survival of every single species and sub- 
species, how can there be one single exception 
which is not worth conserving? It wouldn’t 
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“Half of the American 
population will soon be non- 
white and non-European. We 
have topped the point when a 
Nazi-Aryan party will be able 

- to prevail in the country.” 


Earl Raab, directory of 
Brandeis University’s 
Institute for Jewish 
Advocacy, quoted by Peter 
Brimelow in his best-selling 
Alien Nation. 


be ‘fascist’ to want to preserve any other 
race, but speak up for white survival and 
you’re a genocidal psychopath. 

(Actually, last year, a second living thing 
was placed into the same bracket as a suitable 
candidate for deliberate extinction — the 
smallpox virus. And, as a matter of fact, a 
significant number of ‘Deep Greens’ argued 
that it would be wrong for the scientists in 
charge of the last batch of this deadly disease 
to destroy it. Quite simply, to many 
‘conservationists ’, the white race is perceived 
as being more dangerous than smallpox. The 
idea is a chilling reminder of Susan Sonntag’s 
hate-filled comment that “the white race is 
the cancer of history.” — Ed.) 

The first lesson to be learnt from all this is 
that when it comes to a conflict between 
politics and conservation, the left-wing 
‘conservationist’ will find no difficulty 
dispensing with conservation! The second is 
that if ‘fascists’ are the only people who 
understand that the logic and practicalities of 
conservation are such that it has to be extended 
to the white race, then genuine conservationists 
will only find their true home and a chance of 
seing their worthy ideals turned into reality 
by becoming ‘fascists’ — whatever may be 
rightly or wrongly construed by that term. 

For we are the true ‘conservationists’ . 
Those who have stolen the label and the 
‘green’ image can more correctly be 
described as ‘extinctionists’. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group which exists to help raise money 
for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to 


the party's national funds. 


Welling Club members are sent regular bulletins informing them of 
the progress in achieving various important BNP targets which is being 
made with the help of their donations. They are also entitled to attend, 
free of charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial £ 20 contribution (made out to the ‘British National Party’), to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3D W 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/ovBO (Bex 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: With reference to Ellen Strachan’s 
piece on Chistianity, and subsequent letters, 
much as | admire Nietzche | must refute the 
claim the Christianity is ‘wholly Jewish’. 

In reality, it is, at source, heavily 
Canaanite, which is why the Jewish people 
never accepted it. Also, it was heavily 
impregnated with Greek and Roman 
religion, and by the Northern European 
culture of the countries in which it took root. 

Even if it were Jewish, that is no reason to 
condemn it out of hand. The war against 
Zionism will not be won by falsehood, which 
a blanket rejection of everything Jewish 
obviously would be. Rather, we should look 
at those things which make the Jews so 
successful, and adopt what we can use. 
A.N. FLICK, — 

Hayes, Middx. 


SIR: In the confused debate about 
Christianity and nationalism, one thing 
should be clear to anyone with a 
rudimentary knowledge of European history. 
The best Christians make the best 
nationalists and even the most successful 
strategists in time of war. Whether at the 
Battle of Lepanto, King Alfred’s victory over 
the Danes, Joan of Arc’s rallying of her 
countrymen, or the indestructable resilience 
of the Poles throughout the centuries, Faith 
has been the spark for decisive action. 

All this was in the context of a 
Christendom that was whole and 
recognisable. Since then something 
amorphous called Christianity has emerged, 
depending on each person’s interpretation 
of isolated texts. This is what Sarah Brown 
is doing when she quotes at length the 
sayings of Christ but omits His insistent 
claim to fulfill the ‘law and the prophets’ and 
not destroy them. 


One of the basic Commandments of God . 


is to ‘honour thy father and thy father.’ We 
are not commanded to honour no one else, 
but we are given a definite priority of caring, 
loyalty and responsibility towards those 
whom the Will of the Creator has bound to 
us by ties of blood. There is no mention of a 
parallel duty of parents towards their 
children because anything else would be 
unthinkable. Every living creature nourishes 
its young. That is the natural law and grace 
builds upon nature without destroying it. 
Christ's command to turn the other cheek, 
walk the extra mile, give away coat and 
Cloak and love one’s enemies, was 
shocking at the time and meant to be so. 
Nothing less would have liberated his 
hearers from the vicious circle of obsession 
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with servile duties and permisions which 
their religion had become. 

Most of us know what it is like to be 
among people determined to do their legal 
minimum — whole areas tend to be covered 
by no one. And we know the lift and the 
sense of freedom which comes when 
someone breaks the mould and does a bit 
more. Such an attitude soon catches on. 

The same applies when someone plays a 
game of petty insults, baiting others in the 
hope of winning the game. To refuse to piay 
by his rules, verbally to turn the other 
cheek, is the most effective response and 
‘takes the wind right out of his sails.’ 
Kindness to such a person has been called 
‘heaping coals of fire on his head’ and very 
aptly so. Pettiness, spitefulness, servility 
and legalism are the characteristics of 
someone who feels unloved. The whole 
context of Christ’s life and teaching is the 
continuing love of the Creator for His 
creatures. Anyone who has taught ceramic 
modelling to small boys will know that if he 
is only ten years old, a creator puts 
something of himself into his creation, and 
the strength of his care for it bears no 
relationship to its apparent beauty or worth. 
This is the great antidote to despair and 
something which the nationalist movement 
in Britain has so far lacked. 

| am a Christian in the original sense of 
the word; | believe that Christ is God 
Incarnate. | am also an active nationalist 
and read Spearhead for its useful factual 
content, but, unlike Dennis Whiting, | have 
not joined the BNP. This, regrettably, is 
because, despite the claim to leave religion 
alone, there is also a very marked tendency 
to establish a purpose-made philosophy 
that bids fair to impose itself as a kind of 
nationalist orthodoxy. It is a substitute 
religion in the sense that it claims to be the 
basis for all our actions. 

JOAN WHITE 
Canterbury, Kent 


SIR: The article by Nick Griffin, ‘A Battle for 
hearts and minds’, raised two points. First, 
that the left are worried by the prospect of 
BNP success under a Labour government, 
and that their previous strategies against us 
are redundant. Second, that the BNP 
should proceed with change cautiously. The 
first point has been well signalled for a 
couple of years now, although it is always 
gratifying to read of their hand-wringing 
anew. One of the reaons that their previous 
strategy has failed is that BNP tactics 
changed. It was known in advance by us at 
the time that such change would have an 
adverse impact on them; the problems the 
left have in that regard are not entirely 
accidental! 

The article makes a crucial point 
concerning the adoption of change, neatly 
illustrated by the bell curve graph. While not 
having had the benefit of reading Rogers’ 
Diffusion of Innovations, the problems were 
always intuitively known and the party put a 
lot of effort into educational seminars, as 
well as articles in Spearhead, to reinforce 
the message. That said, it would be 
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ridiculous for an organisation to become 
fossilised through fear of losing people who 
cannot cope with change. 

The one criticism of the article must be its 
timing. Three or four years ago it would 
have been a most valuable contribution to 
the process then underway. Today, three- 
and-a-half years after Millwall, it is largely 
redundant, for this reason: The change that 
Nick Griffin has urged caution with has 
already happened. Talk to any branch 
organiser or activist. No one wants to go 
back to the failed past. Everyone is looking 
to the future and to success in the period 
after the next election. 

The party has changed, and for the better. 
What really encourages me is that this 
process has happened just in time for the 
general election. It means that the new 
intake of recruits will take on the right ethos 
and will not be contaminated by the 
stupidities that have sometimes been 
accepted in the past. 

TONY LECOMBER 
Essex 


SIR: Although local newspapers are 
reluctant to publish letters praising the BNP, 
they are not afraid to publish letters 
attacking the status quo. We should take 
advantage of this, particularly in those 
papers which cover constituencies where 
the party is standing candidates. The BNP 
is the alternative to the corrupt 
incompetents currently attempting to run 
the country, and criticism of the status quo 
and all its agents encourages the search for 
alternatives. It stands to reason therefore 
that the BNP’s interest is served when the 
Status quo is attacked. 

| am aware that party activists have 
enough on their plates as it is, so with this 
in mind | propose that the task of criticising 
the establishment via the letters pages of 
local newspapers is taken on by those 
members and supporters of the party who, 
for whatever reason, are unable to express 
their support publicly at present. 

A constant barrage of “where’s the 
democracy, all the same — all to blame, 
nothing will change whoever gets in, etc, 
etc” letters to the local paper both helps to 
build the demand for a real alternative and 
further weakens an already rotten system. If 
the same degree of effort is put into this 
task by the typewriter-warriors as activists 
put into their responsibilities, the job of 
those activists will be made easier. 

It's time for us al/ to pull together. There 
are no excuses, everybody can do 
something. 

DAVID HOWDEN 
Batley, Yorks. 


SIR: Dennis Healey, the worst Chancellor in 
our history, and (ex- ?) Communist, who 
proposed Tony Blair as Labour leader 
before John Smith’s body was cold, has 
now suggested as a future leader the 
greatest traitor since Judas Iscariot — Peter 
Hain. 

M. F. INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 
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a factor in 
creating the 
intellectual 
climate for 
the advance 
of the Front 
National. 


See 
page 23 


“JEAN RASPAIL 


Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue 
has been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 
(rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
ever since it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 
125pp. 


RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopard's Spots, 
The klansman and The Traitor, three great novels 
dealing with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American 
South after the Civil War as seen from the Southern 
Whites’ point of view. Dixon’s novels inspired the 
epic D.W. Griffith film Birth of a Nation, the race 
mixers’ least favourite picture. 1902-1907, rep. 1994, 
xx, 550pp. 

RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources to 
earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the European 
Commission exposes the lies and deceit involved in 
the establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and European 
federalism. The book created a sensation on its 
release last Autumn. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, self- 
styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of 
Searchlight magazine. Shortly after this exposure of 
Gable’s lies, the author was assaulted at his home 
by a group of thugs. His libel action against 
Searchlight and its distributers has now stopped a 
number of bookshops stocking Gable's hate- 
sheet. 1993, 36pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination 
for Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but 
the book makes plain the neglect and 
mismanagement to which the province has been 
subjected by direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 


SEXUAL DEAD-END, THE (Stephen Green) £9.95. 


‘A factual and scientific description of the threat to 


personal and social health posed by homosexuality. 
This book is not sensationalist but nor is it for the 
squeamish or easily shocked. 1992, 482pp. 


SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED,THE (Grimstad) 
£3.00.Examines not only the 'holocaust' but other 
topics involved in the Jewish question, including the 
exploitation of the 'anti-semitic' smear. 


SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 
and tradition with important sections onthe relations 
between Moslems and host societies and Islam and 
Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 

SPEARHEAD BINDER £7.60. Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition and 
ready for handy reference. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing 
the link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. Aseries of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to Britain’s 
survival and offering solutions to the problem of 
inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. Acost benefit anyalysis of the UK's 
membership of the EU and a description of the 
various alternatives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich 
Nietzsche) £6.99.The doctrine of racial progress 
and the development of the Superman. This ed 
1969, 343pp 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. A well- 
known businessman defends the concept of the 
nation state and points out the perils of free trade, 
particularly from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action of 
the Government in signing the Treaty of Maastricht. 
1994 123pp. 


USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

VIKING LORDS OF THE SEAS, THE (Yves Cohar) 
£6.95. A beautifully illustrated book showing that the 
Vikings were more than simply plunderers. They 
were explorers and traders with a literature and a 
system of beliefs. 1992, 175pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy by its suggestion that 
Hitler had big financial backing from Wall Street. 
Read what he says and decide for yourself. 1976, 
220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt's son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility 
for Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A long- 
established classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning 
compilation of thousands of quotes, mainly from 
Allied sources, which gives a very different view of 
WW2. 1996. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£13.00. The second edition of a sensational exposure 
by anon-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. Areal 
eye-opener from an author who can’t be labelled 
‘anti-semitic’! 1982, 904pp. . 
ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence 
in 20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of WW2, the 
creation of Israel, the fall of Rhodesia and the 
relationship between communism and capitalism. 
1992, iii, 2O5pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by 
the Institute for Historical Review, the revisionist 
academic body itself hit by a massive Zionist bomb. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 
NEW! NEW! NEW! NEW! NEW! 
Who Are The Bend-Benders? 
Hard-hitting and well-researched study of how a tiny 
minority exercises a vastly disproportionate influence 
over ‘our’ mass media. £ 1.30 post-free or ten pounds 
for ten copies post-free. Buy copies and distribute them 
to friends, put them in libraries, send them to police 
officers and magistrates — help get people talking about 
the great taboo of modern politics. 


A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 81p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 81p post-free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of BNP policies. Standard 
information brochure sent to enquirers. 30p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case against 
the EC and in particular against the Maastricht Treaty. 
Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration with 
party headquarters. 61p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 46p post-free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course 
in all the essential techniques needed in promoting and 
building the British National Party at local branch level, 
starting from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. 
This booklet is a mine of information that all activists, old 
and new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for 
everyone who wants to be more than just an armchair 
nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 
pages. £1.88 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking 
from the platform and presentation of Party meetings. 
Special attention is also given to dealing with enemy 
smears — valuable for this alone. £1.88 post-free. 


Rebuild Britain now! 


Make Britain safe! 


‘oninging discipline beck into schools. The police 
denigrated. Last but not least, the death penalty 
jain categories of murder. perticulerty of chvidren 


eee eeasecbeones 
[ BNP — fighting for the British way of life | 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY _ 


NEW TWO-SIDED LEAFLET 


Front and back (above). See first item 
under 'BNP leaflets' (centre column) 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 
BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.56 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.56 each post-free. £1.35 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.80 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.55 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 

Striking new two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue 
colour scheme lends visual impact to an excellent new 
leaflet. All the best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild 
Britain Now’! which features sections on ‘Health and 
Welfare’, ‘A Decent Education’, “Say No to Europe’! and 
‘Rebuild Our Industry’. Other slogans used include ‘Time 
For A New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! 
which focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 
community — possible only in an all-white Britain! This 
is the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party is pushing 
this year in the run up to the General Election and is sure 
to generate interest. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of 
best known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of the 
fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet — replacing old 
one on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the 
killing of little children — especially topical following 
cases such as the murder of little Daniel Handley by 
homosexual perverts. 


Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the 
Major government. 


These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them 
to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 
Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William 
Pierce and John Tyndall. 
Video of Rally ’95 costs £16.05 including p&p. 


Rally ’94. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November Sth 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, 
Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk 
Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches by 
Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches by 
Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rally ’87, Rally ’89 and Rally ’90 are also 
available. All feature a wide range of speakers, including 
John Tyndall, Richard Edmonds and David Bruce, plus 
some excellent contributions from local BNP officials 
and guest speakers. 


Videos of Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £13.05 incl. 
p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or for - 
use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. Use them to help speed up the political 
education of new recruits, or to inspire ‘old hands’ to 
that vital bit of extra effort. TV is a powerful weapon 


— use it to help build the BNP! 
BNP AUDIO TAPES 
{\ RECORDED TALKS 


SIDE 1 
The BNP: a movement 
for the new century 
SIDE 2 

Time for action! 


ow 
JOHN 
TYNDALL 


Recordings 


The first of anew series of audio-tapes produced 
be the British National Party. It consists of two 
recorded studio talks by BNP leader John 
Tyndall. For details and price, see below. 


Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


NEW TAPE! Two recorded talks by John Tyndall: The 
BNP: a movement for the new century. An exposition of 
the main BNP policies; Time for action! A summons to 
the lazy and the apathetic to stir themselves and get 
involved! £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with total 
freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 
6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At Last, 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30001, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail 
US$30; surface mail US$18. Ensure to remit in US 
currency only. PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action 


SPEARHEAD READERSHIP: 
LET'S BUILD IT UP! 


Many readers have written or ’phoned 
in to tell us that Spearhead is getting 
better than ever. Since our new assistant 
editor Tom North has taken over most of 
the monthly production, we have had the 
benefit of a staff worker able to give his 
almost single-minded concentration to the 
magazine, whereas John Tyndall’s atten- 
tion had to be divided between editorial 
duties and a great variety of other tasks, 
connected mainly with the British National 
Party. We have also recently acquired 
some excellent new regular contributers, 
thus making the magazine more interesting 
and varied, as well as better presented. 

But there is a snag. Our circulation is 
not increasing in the way it should do 
given this improvement in quality. New 
subscribers recruited are just about 
balancing out old ones lapsed, with one or 
two per month to spare. This is not good 
enough. 

One of our problems is that we do not 
have a promotional expert — someone 
good at advertising Spearhead and 
spreading its name around so that more 
people will hear of it and subscribe. This 
is not just a matter of ability and flair; it is 
also a matter of time. Those presently 
occupied running the magazine have too 
much work on their plates to be able to 
take on any extra duties, such as sales 
promotion. 

We would very much like to hear from 
a volunteer who thinks he (or she) may be 
able to fill this vacuum. We are not in a 


| Don’tmiss yourmonthly copy of Spearhead — Britain’s premier nationalist magazine. Becoming 

| asubscriber guarantees that you'll keep your collection up to date with regular copies ‘hot off the 
press.’ Andincome from subscriptions helps to maintain Spearhead 's long record of frank and 

7 fearless comment on the state of Britain and the world. So subscribe today! 

| 

| 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable): 
British Isles: £22.50 O Overseas surface mail: £24.60 O Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£25.66 O Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.300 Unsealed air 


mail Australasia, Far East: £33.90 0 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If remittance is in 
any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required with cheques and money orders and 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 
10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100-199 copies: 69p 
each; 200-499 copies: 60p each; 500 copies or over: 55p each (For advice on postal rates please 


contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for Spearhead in a remittance which 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| £2.50 with banknotes. 
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includes payment for other items. 


position to pay a wage but we are willing 
to discuss some commission arrangement 
for new subscribers obtained. 

This apart, our established subscribers 
can help us by ‘pushing’ Spearhead more. 
One idea is to keep an eye open for letters 
in the newspapers (particularly your local 
ones) which indicate the writer to be 
someone who may be nationalistically 
minded and hence a potential reader. If 
you do not have this person’s full address, 
you may be able to obtain it from your 
local telephone directory. Send us the 
name and address, together with a PO or 
stamps to the value of £1.81 and we will 
post the person a copy with an intro- 
ductory letter. 

If you can think of any other ways to 
help us boost our presently very modest 
circulation, please write in and tell us. 

Spearhead deserves far more readers 
than it has. Please help us remedy this 
shortcoming! 


Gunther Deckert in jail 


Some readers will remember our German 
friend Giinther Deckert, who spoke at the BNP 
annual rallies in 1993 and 1994. Well, this 
comrade is now in prison in Germany for the 
dreadful ‘crime’ of translating the Leuchter 
Report! He has recently had an extra two years 
added to his sentence. We are sure he would 
appreciate some letters of support and encour- 
agement (he reads English well). You can write 
to him at: Schénbornstrasse 32 (JVA), Landes- 
gefangnis, 76646 Bruchsal, Germany. 


Afraid of the 
big bad wolf? 


An amusing item appeared in the latest 
(Spring) edition of This England magazine. 
This was a letter from a Mr. Rodney Atkin- 
son concerning the respective merits of the 
UK Independence and Referendum Parties 
in the matter of opposition to European 
Union. The writer spoke of a meeting con- 
vened in London ‘‘to arrange an electoral 
non-aggression pact between Sir James 
Goldsmith, other anti-EU organisations and 
Euro-Sceptic MPs of all parties.’’ To his 
disappointment, the UKIP did not attend. 

Considering that the British National 
Party has been opposing the EU since its 
foundation in 1982 — rather longer than 
either the UKIP or the RP — and consid- 
ering that it aims to contest at least 50 seats 
in the coming election, it is rather quaint 
that it was never invited to this meeting! 

We suspect that this may have something 
to do with the policy of the people con- 
cerned to have no truck with ‘racists’. Well, 
if they’re happy with a multi-racial Britain, 
with large areas of it taken over by Third 
Worlders, just so long as it’s outside the 
EU, they must be rather strange folk’! 

We’ll shed no tears that the BNP wasn’t 
invited to their party, but we’ll just say one 
thing. Maybe — just maybe — when the day 
comes and the votes are counted, these 
people could be in for a nasty surprise! 


National Vanguard \17, Jan-Feb ’97, 
Two pounds. Cheques/POs only: LIFE 
RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 


London, WCIN 3XX. 2x26p stamps/IRCs 
for full book & tape catalogue. 
www.natvan.com & www.natall.com 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly official BNP newspaper. 
Eight big pages packed with news and 
facts the controlled mass media don’t 
want you to get to know about. 

The current issue has a powerful front- 
cover on the continued Tory sell-out of 
Britain. Last month’s BNP Annual Rally is 
covered in a well-illustrated centre-page 
spread. Plus the facts about anti-white 
racism at Ford’s Dagenham plant, and the 
growing hostility of white workers there to 
the Black-led TGWU. 


British Nationalist — 
the Voice of Britain! 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 
subscription details, send 3 first class 
stamps or 2 IRCs to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


ANTI-PAEDOPHILE LEAFLET — PLEASE HELP! 


ACTIVISTS of the dynamic Bristol and 
Somerset Branch of the BNP have just 
designed a hard-hitting leaflet 
attacking the kid-glove treatment of 
paedophiles. With hardly a day going 
by without new headlines about 
another outrage or brutal child-murder 
by one of these evil perverts, this is 
sure to be a very effective recruitment 
weapon. 

The front side features the innocent 
faces of six children who were all 
murdered by paedophiles who had 
already been imprisoned for attacks on 
children, but who had been released 
under the pathetic liberal policies of the 
Government of the so-called ‘party of law 
and order.’ The reverse urges people to 
take action themselves to protect their 
communities and children against known 
perverts. Finally, it puts over the fact that 
the British National Party is the only 
political force which is committed to 
introducing the only certain cure for 
paedophile murderers — the rope! 

Although the Bristol & Somerset Branch 
is heavily involved in preparations for the 
election, this leaflet has been prepared in 
order to help the development of a 
promising new BNP unit in a largely rural 
area weil away from the multi-racial 
squalor of parts of Bristol. The growth of 
this new unit will be helped enormously if 
its new activists can get a campaign on 
this issue up and running quickly, 
because there is a big paedophile 
scandal in the area which will be hitting 
the headlines soon. 


Extra work 


However, while they have done the 
extra work to get the leaflet ready to go, 
the Bristol stalwarts are simply too 
committed to election work to pay for this 
additional material to be printed 
themselves. So readers of Spearhead 
who are particularly sickened and 
angered by paedophiles and the soft 
treatment they receive these days, who 
have family connections with the South 
West, or who are keen to see the party 
grow into a force to be reckoned with in 
rural areas, are urged to dig into their 
pockets. The folk down there really are 
continually active, doing everything they 
can to build the party, so please do 
whatever you can to help them. 


Please send donations, large or 
small, to: The Treasurer, Bristol 
Branch, BM Box 4238, London WC1N 
3XX. All donors will receive copies of 
the leaflet when it is printed, plus copies 
of any resulting local press cuttings. 

If you can help, do it today! 


BNP Action 


have already 
served time 


OFFICIAL BNP 

MERCHANDISE 
odie BNP MUGS. White ceramic mugs with 
cnedon the official logo from British Nationalist 
Billie-Jo (Union Jack flag with BNP roundel 
Jonkine. Vet overlapping). Printed in red, white and 
another victim blue. £3.80 each or £3.30 each if 
of a sick ordering more than one. For bulk orders 
child-killer. of 11 ormore, only£2.80 each. All prices 
Many of these include p&p. Please make cheques/POs 

creatures 


payable to ‘BNP Southern Region’ and 
send to; The Secretary, P.O. Box 300, 
Emma Street, London E2 7BZ. 


ee eer Please note that all profits from sales go 
children. Only into central party funds, so by buying 
the BNP these top quality mugs you are helping to 
would string finance the BNP’s Battle for Britain. So 
them up! rush your order in today! 
CALLING ALL PATRIOTS! 


WE still have a few vacancies left for good seats where people are desperate to vote 
for the BNP at the next election. And we still need a few more candidates in order 
to be absolutely certain of reaching our vital target of 50+ constituencies. If you are 
prepared to consider standing for the BNP, please write today to P.O. Box 117, 
Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW, enclosing brief personal details and a political C.V. 
There are no residential qualifications at general elections, so the seat agreed on 
could be half way across the country from any candidate's horee town. All that is 
required is that potential candidates are heterosexual and of British or kindred 
European descent, and on the electoral register somewhere in Great Britain. 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this earth for ever. 
Have you ever thought about how you can help the cause when you are gone? 

The British National Party has benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 
spent all in one go. 

Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and so let your estate go to prop up the anti-British 
Establishment! 

It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for them, but 
nevertheless you may well like to set aside something for the good cause as well. 
If, on the other hand, you have no next of kin, there is all the more reason for 
ensuring that the Cause gets something by which to remember you. 

If you require any advice on this matter, please ring or write in and we will be 
pleased to help. 


General Election Fund: target now £919.00 


Contributions last month to the British National Party’s General Election 
Fund totalled £1,484.00. This was again a good achievement and it brings 
the total raised so far to £9,081.00. £919.00 is therefore still needed for the 
fund to reach its ultimate target of £10,000. 

We remind readers that this fund is entirely separate from local funds, now 


in operation to pay for local candidates. The fund is intended to cover vital 
expenses that will be involved in conducting the election campaign 


nationally, including production of the election broadcasts, maintenance of 
special telephone lines, the printing of the election manifesto, sundry 
travelling costs, and much more. 

Please mark donations ‘General Election Fund’ and send to c/o PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Receipts will be sent only for sums of £10 
or over unless specially requested. Please give generously. Please give now! 
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Another century, _ 

Will find it hard : 
2 To believe ours ever happened: 

The fiercest nightmare ever 

To breach imagination. 


wie . innocence now? 
_ And courtesy, affection? 

The safe child? 

The honest superior? 


We are animals, 

Led by animals. _ 
Speaker and tube and page 
Sink us in : 

A softer Flanders. 

They and we conspire 

To kill ourselves. 2 


A devil’s ‘en, 
A murderer’s paradise, 
A match which Grey and Gory a 
And what to do? 
Where torun — 
From foreign talk, 
Unprecedented sights, 
- Violent ridicule 
And sounds straight out of 
Darkest Africa? 


I am a Stranger 
In a strange land, 
Similar in shape alone 
To my grandparents’. 
And I know the futility of saying 
I cannot understand 
How it could happen, 


Heresy against Heaven, Nature, Blood! 
Mittened fingers ‘ 


Tie everything to gold. 
Dreary and Atrocious are 
The menu’s only items. 


Considering British hypocrisy 
And Cronus-appetite, 
And the predator’s methods. 


In such a state, 
How could fury and revenge 
Ever be reckoned crimes? 


Work with us to undo the evil. 
For a new dawn in the 
| new century © 


join the British National sats 


For more information send 50p, 
or a larger donation, to: 
The Secretary 
c/o P.O. Box 117, 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 
-’PHONE 0374-454893 | 


NAME......ccsceceeeseseseseseeeeeetenenenseeneneeees 


Wilber ae 


SERRE BREE RARE ERE RKTT RH RKTT R HERRERO eee 
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